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ARTICLE VII. 


Continuation of the Memors of Mr. Wollafton, 
Author of The Religion of Nature Delineated: 


iCoes 


reaees, 1. never indulged his Paffions to the 
ete aNY 






( ‘| Edurt of any one. He was moft re- 
eet markably chearful and lively in pri- 
a et vate Converfation, and by his Inclina- 
wieSes tion ready, as well as by his Treafures 
of Learning abundantly qualified to be ferviceable 
to all forts of Perfons, ‘This rendered his Compa- 
ny agreeable, and himfelf worthy to be courted by 
the Learned and Virtuous. But a general Acquain- 
tance was what he never cultivated; and it grew 
more and more his Averfion; fo that he paffed his 
Days moftly at home, with a few Friends; with 
whom he could enjoy an agreeable Relaxation of 
' Mind, and receive all the Advantages of a fincere 
Friendfhip. 

He compofed feveral Treatifes ; but thinking them 
not fo finifhed and compleat as in his nice Judg- 
Ment he wifhed them to be, and fhould be, to ap 
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pear in publick, it feems as if he had intended to 
deftroy with his own Hand the greateft Part of 
them; and that thofe few MSS, which were found 
after his Death, were indebted to the Treachery of 
his Memory for their Prefervation. For he had 
within the laft two or three Years of his Life aGtu- 
ally burnt feveral Treatifes, in the Compofition 
whereof he had beftowed no fmall quantity of Time 
and Pains. Some had indeed happened to be fpared: 
But trom diverfe Circumftances it is probable, that 
they owed their Efcape to mere Forgetfulnefs. They 
were in number Thirteen, (befides about Fourfcore 
Sermons) viz. 1. An Ffebrew Grammar. 2. Tyro- 
cinia Arabica & Syriaca. 3.Specimen Vocabularii 
Biblico-Hebraici, Literis noftratibus quantum fert 
Linguarum diffonantia defcripti. 4. Formulz quz- 
dam Gemarine. 5. De variis generibus pedum, me- 
trorum, carminum, &c. apud Fudeos, Grecos, & La- 
tinus. 6. De Vocum Zonis Monitio ad Tyrones, 
7. Rudimenta ad Mathefin &9 Philofopbiam {pectan- 
tia. 8. Mifcellanea Philologica. 9. Opinions of the 
ancient Philofopbers. 10. Religtonis €f Literature 
Fudaice Synopfis. 11. A Colleétion of fome Anti- 
quities and Particulars in the Hiftory of Mankind ; 
tending to fhew that Men bave not been here on 
this Earth from Erernity, &c. 12. Some Paf- 
fagesrelating to the Hiffory of Curist ; collected 
out of the primitive Fathers, 13. A Treatife relat. 
ing to the ews: OF their Autiguities, Language, 
€Se. And what renders it the more probable, or 
indeed almoft beyond Doubt, that he would have 
deftroyed thefe Jikewife if he had remembered them, 
is, that fevera] of thefe which remain undeftroyed, 
are only Sketches of what he afterwards reconfider- 
ed and carried on much farther; and which, even 
after fuch Revifal, he neverthelefs committed to the 
Flames, as being ftill, in his Opinion, fhort of 
that Perrection to which he defired and had 1n- 
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tended to bring them: He had formerly printed a 
Paraphrafe on part of the Book of Ecclefia/fes, which 
he had not corrected. But for that very reafon he 
was afterwards very defirous to fupprefs it. And he 
likewife compofed and printed a little-Latin Gram- 
mar ; but this was only for the ufe of his Family. 
The former was publifhed in the Year 1690, the 
latter In 1703. 

Not long before his Death, he publifhed that ce- 
lebrated Book intitled ‘* THE RELicion or Na- 
‘“¢ ruRE DELINEATED,” 1n which the Picture of 
his Life is moft fully drawn. There you behold 
him in his real Charaéter; in the humble Submif- 
fion and Refignation of himfelf to the unerring Will 
of the Divine Being; in his true conjugal and pa- 
terna] Affection to his Family; in his kind Regard 
and Benevolence towards his Fellow-Creatures, ac- 
cording to their refpective Stations in Life: For he 
himfelf fteadily praétifed thofe Duties and Obliga- 
tions which he fo earneftly recommended to others. 
The publick Honours paid to his Memory, and the 
great Demand for this Book (of which more than 
Ten Thoufand were fold in a very few Years) are 
fufficient Teftimonies of its Value. He had, in the 
Year 1722, printed off a few Copies of it for pri- 
vate Ufe: And as foon as he had done fo, he be- 
gan toturn his Thoughts to the third Queftion pro- 
pofed at the Beginning of it; as appears by a Ma- 
nufcript intitled, Heads and Materials for an Anjwer 
to Quefiion 3, fet down rudely and any how, in or- 
der to be confidered, &c. after they are got into fome 
Order, July 4, 1723. Underneath which he added, 
Lhey are written at Length (not in my foort Hand) 
that fo, if this Anfwer fhould uever be finifbed, they 
may however. not be totally loft. But he had no Op- 
portunity to make any confiderable Progrefs in this 
Defign : For it was juft about this Time that, at 
the Perfuafion of his Friends, he fet about revifing 
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and reprinting what he had drawn up in An{wer to 
the two fir/? cf the propofed Queftions ; relolving, 
as foon as that fhould be done, to return and finifh 
his Refolution of the third Query. 

But inthat he was difappointed , for immediate- 
ly after he had compleated the Revifal and Pub- 
lication of THe Reticion or Nature, €9e. 
it pleafed God to take him hence, His Death, 
which happened upon the 29th of Offober, 1724, 
abfolutely put an End to the Expectation of feeing 
any more of his Works in Print. For it would be 
equally injurious to the Author, and difrepeétful to 
the Publick, if his Family fhould expofe his more 
imperfect Sketches in Print after his Death; when 
he himielf had deftroyed feveral more finifhed Pie- 
ces, becaufe he judged them not fufficiently accurate. 

His lateft Moments were calm and eafy, fuch as 
might be expected to clofe a Life {pent like his: 
And he left the World, as he fojourned in it, quiet- 
Jy and refignedly. 


QuGa~=~==—__ 
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AR Tic LL. E..1x. 


AA Continuation of the Rev. Mr. Warburton’s 
Divine Legation of Motes. 


U R Jaft Article on this excellent Work end- 
ed with the fourth Seétion of the fecond Part 
of the feccnd Volume of it, where the Exercife of 
a particular Providence over the Fewi/h State, as 
well as the Individuals of that Nation, was demon- 
{trated ; *and fhewn to be the neceflary Confequence 
of a Theoeracy. Temporal Rewards and Punifh- 
wients, the Lilicéts of this Providence, and not fa- 
ture, weretherctore THE SancTIoOn of their Law 
and Religion. 
Having thus laid the Foundation, our Author goes 
op, inthe ffrh Section, to fhewthat ‘* future Re- 


* see the i ats of the Learned for December, 1741. p. 414--436. 
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‘© ayards and Punifoments, which were not the Sanc- 
&¢ zion of the Mo/aic Difpenfation, were not taught 
<¢ in it at all: Andthat, in confequence of this 
«© Omiffion, the Prope had not this Do@trine for 
‘© many Ages.”” And here his Arguments will 
be chiefly directed againft the Dde/ieving Part of 
his Adverfaries: No Dei/f, fo faraswe know, ever 
pretending, that the Doctrine of a future State was 
there to be found. 

‘© Mofes delivered to the SJ/raelites a compleat 
<¢ Digeft of Lawand Religion: But, to fit itto the 
«© Nature of a Zheocratic Government, he gave it 
“© perfectly incorporated 3 and for the Obdfervance of 
*¢ itsintire Inftitution, he added the Savétion of Re- 
€¢ quavdsand Punifhbments : Both of whichhave been 
‘< proved neceflary for the Support of a Repadiic ; 
<¢ and yetthat Civil Society, as uch, can adminifter 
“ only Oxe, namely Punifhments Tf. 

<¢ Now, in the Few//bRepublic, both the Rewards 
‘s and Punifhments promifed by Heaven were zeim- 
‘© poral only: And in no one Place of the AZo/aic 
<¢ Inftitutes is there the leaft Mention, or any intel- 
* Jigible Hint of the Rewards and Punifhments of 
¢ another Life. 

Mir. Varburton proves this by anInduétion of Par- 
ticulars; referring to thofe Places of the Old Tefta- 
ment where there feems to have been the moft Rea- 
fon and the propereft Occafion of {peaking of them ; 
and where the infpired Authors are, notwithftand- 
ing, entirely filent concerning them; while, on the 
contrary, all the Fruits of the People’s Obedience 
to the Divine Law which are in thefe Paflages peti- 
tioned for, all the Evils denounced, in cafe of their 
tranfgreffing it, have a direct Refpect unto this Life, 
and to this World only. 

In fhort, as Mr. Varburton fays, were it not for 
the amazing Prejudices which have obtained in this 
+ See the firit Vol. p.14, & Seg. 
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Point, a Writer’s Pains in giving a formal Proof 
that a Future State of Rewards and Punifhments 
makes no Part of the Mo/faic Difpenfation, would 
appear as abfurd to every intelligent Reader, as the 
ufing many Arguments to fhew Sir J/aac Newton’s 
Theory of Light and Colours is not to be found in the 
Book of Revelations.. He therefore now prefumes 
fo much on the Privilege of common Senfe, as to 
fuppofe it will be granted him without any more 
ado ‘* That the Doétrine of Life and Immortali- 
‘< ty was not yet known to a People /itting in Dark- 
<< nefs, and in the Region and Shadow of Death; 
‘¢ and goes on to otherMatters that have more need 
<¢ to be explained. 

He fhews then, in thenext Place, that this Omif- 
fion was not accidental; or of a Thing Mo/es did not 
underftand: But that on the contrary it was a de- 
figned Omiffion; and of a Thing well known by 
him to be of high Importance to Society. 

I. That the Omiffon of a future State of Rewards 
and Punifhments was a ffudied Omiffion, he 
proves from feveral Circumftances in the Book of 
Genefis. Here are the Heads of his Demonftration, 

1. Inthe Hiflory of the Fall, Mofes mentions on- 
ly the Juffrument of the Agent, the Serpent; not the 
Avent himfelf, the Devil: ‘* And the Reafon is 
«¢ plain; *there was a clofe Connection between that 
«© Agency, —— the Spiritual Effects of the Fall 
cc ——the Work of Redemption, and the Doétrine of 
«s a future State.” What but this could be the Caufe 
of the Omiffion? ** When it 1s fo evident, that the 
<¢ Knowledge of this grand Enemy of our Welfare 
s¢ would have been the likelieft Cure of Idolatry, 
<¢ as teaching Men to efteem ita mere diabolical II- 
«© Jufion, And, in Fact, we find, that when the //- 
“¢ yaelites were taught, by the later Prophets, to 
¢¢ confider it inthis Light, we hear no more of their 
© Tdolatries. 

2.In 
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2. In his Hiftory of Exoch’s Tranflation there is 
a moft affected Obicurity ; and Enoch walked with 
Gop and He was not, for Gop took him. How 
unlike the Scripture Relation of the like Cafe in E/i- 
jab,where the particular Circumftances of it are very 
exactly defcribed. The Reafon of this Difference 1s 
clear; ** When this latter Hiftory was written, it 
“¢ was thought fit to lay a Preparation for the Dawn- 
“ ing of a Future State of Rewards and Punilh- 
‘© ments, which in the Time of dAdo/es had been 
«¢ highly inconvenient.” 

3. Inhis Hiftory of the Patriarchs he entirely 
Omits, or throws into the darkeft Shades, the Ac- 
counts of thofe Revelations, which, we learn from 
the Writers of the New Teftement, fome of them 
were actually favoured with, concerning the Redemp- 
tion of Mankind: Of this our Author hereafter gives 
a noble Inftance in the Cafe of Abraham. 

From whence now could all this ftudious Caution 
arile, but to keep out of Sightthat Doétrine, which, 
for Ends truly worthy of the Divine Wifdom, he 
had omitted in his Inftitutions of Law and Religion. 

If. That the Importance of the Doétrine of Fu- 
ture Rewards and Punifhments to Society was well 
underftood by Mofes, Mr. Warburton proves, from 
a particular Provifion (befides that generai one of 
an extraordinary Providence) which was made in his 
Ditpenfation, for obviating the hurtful Confequen- 
ces of the Omiffion. 

‘> Tt has been fhewn at large in the firft Volume 

‘ of this Work, that under a common or unegual 
«¢ Providence, Civil Government could not be fup- 
“¢ ported without a Religion teaching a future 
** State of Reward and Punifhment. And it is the 
‘© oreateft Purpole of this Work to prove, that the 
© Mofaic Religion wanting that Doétrine, the Fes 
‘¢ muft really have enjoyed that equal Providence 
‘¢ under -which Holy Scripture reprefents them to 
M 4 «s have 
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<¢ have lived. And then, no Tranfgreffor efcap- 
‘© ing Punifhment, nor any Obferver of the Law 
‘¢ miffing his Reward, human Affairs might be 
‘s kept in good Order, without the Doétrine of a 
‘c Future State of Rewards and Punifhments. Yet 
«c ftill the Violence of irregular Paffions would 
<¢ make fome fort of Men, of ftronger Complexi- 
‘© ons, fuperior toall the Fear of Perfonal Temporal 
<¢ Eyil, To lay hold therefore of thefe; and to 
«« gain a due Afcendent over the moft determined, 
¢ the Punifhments, in this Inftitution, as we fee in 
‘¢ the Jatter Part of the fecond Commandment, are 
“ extended to the Pofferity of wicked Men; which 
‘s the in{tinétive Fondnefs of Parents to their Off- 
‘¢ fpring, would make terrible, even to thofe who 
+s have hardened themfelves into an Infenfibility of 
«¢ perfonal Punifhment. 

Now, fays Mr. Warburton, that this Punifp- 
ment was only to fupply the want of a Future State 
is evident from hence: “ Towards the Conclufion 
<¢ of this extraordinary GEconomy, whenGop, by 
“ the later Prophets, reveals his Purpofe of giving 
‘them a New Dzi/penfation, in which a Future 
«« Srateof Reward and Punifhment wasto be drought 
“< to Light, it is then declared in the moft exprefs 
«+ Manner that he will abrogate the Law of punifh- 
«¢ ing Children for their Parents Crimes. (a) 
«¢ And yet (to fhew more plainly that the broga- 
‘© tion of the Law was folely owing to this New 
és Difpenfation) the fame Prophets, when their 
s¢ Subject is the prefent Jewilh Oeconomy,. {peak of 
«¢ this very Lawas ftill in Force.” (4) 

From all this we conclude, that whoever was the 
real Author of the M/aic Inftitution, was well ac- 
quainted with the Lmportance of the Doétrine of a 








(a) See Feremiah xxxi. 29. 33. Ezekiel xi. 19, 21. 


XVUjl. 2,——— 4.  — (b) See Ferem. xxxii, 18. Ho/fea iv. 6. 
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Future State of Reward and Punifhment, and pro- 
vided well for the Want of it. 

But here the Dei/fs take Occafion not only to con- 
demn this Law of Injuftice, but to accufe. the Dif- 
penfation itfelf of Inconfiftence; pretending, thac 
the Prophets have directly contradicted Mo/es in this 
Matter. 

As to the Injuftice of the Law, Mr. Warburton 
fays, thefe blind Gentlemen fet out ona falfe Suppe- 
fition ; ** That this Method of Punifhment was 
‘© Part of an univerfal Religion given by God asthe 
‘¢ Creator and Governor of Mankind: Whereas 
«¢ it is only Part of a Civil Inftitute, given by him 
<< to one People, as their tutelary God and civil Go- 
“ yernor.” And it correfponds with the Practice 
of all States whatfoever, which punifh the Crime of 
lefe Majefty in this manner. But with infinitely 
more Reétitude was this Method of Punifhment ad- 
minifter’d in the Fewi/ Republic than in any other. 
‘© For tho’ God allowed Capital Punifhment to be 
*¢ inflicted for this le/e Majefty, on the Per/on of the 
“© Offender, by the delegated Adminiftration of Ju- 
“6 ftice; yet, concerning his Family or Pofterity, 
* he referved the Inquifition to himfelf, and ex- 
« prefsly forbid the Magiftrate to meddle with it. 
‘s The Fathers foall not be put to Death for the 
“ Children, neither fbail the Children be put to 
s¢ Death for the Fathers: Every Man fhall be 
« put to Death for his own Sin.” Indeed God’s 
Appropriation of the Execution of this Law would 
abundantly juftify the Execution of it, fuppofing it 
had been given by him as Part of Univer/al Religion. 
«¢ For why was the Magiftrate not to imitate God’s 
‘© Method of punifhing, but becaufe no Power lefgs 
«¢ than Omnifcient could, in all-Cafes, keep clear 
‘© of Injuftice in fuch an Adminiftration ?” 

Doubilefs, fometimes an innocent Pofterity was 
punifhed, according to this Law, for the Crimes 
of 
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of their wicked Fathers. But this, as our Author 
fhews, was rather a negative and accidental] than a 
direct Penalty, arifing from their lofing fome 
particular Privileges or Poffeffions, which they would 
have inherited, if their Parents had not by their 
Tranfgreffion forfeited them. 

As to the fecond Point, the Charge of Contradic- 
tion in the Di/penfation, we now fee, as Mr. War- 
burton fays, that, on the contrary, thefe different 
Declarations of Gop’s Manner of punifhing in two 


’ fo diftant Periods, are the moft divine Inftances of 


Conftancy and Uniformity in the Manifeftations of 
eternal Wifdom. ‘* For while a future State was 
« kept hid from the Yews, there was abfolute Need 
<¢ of fuch a Law to reftrain the more daring Tranf- 
greffors, by working on their Inftinét ; but when 
a future State was divulged, in which they were 
to be the Objects of divine Juftice after Death, 
“ ithad no further Ufe, and was therefore reafon- 
«¢ ably to be abolifhed with the reft of the judicial 
« Jaws, peculiar to the Mo/aic Difpenfation. 

Thus Mr. Warburton has fhewn that Mofes 
taught not a future State of Reward and Punifh- 
ment; that he omitted it with Defign; and that he 
underftood its great Importance to Society, and pro- 
vided accordingly. But as his Proof of this Point 
is only for the Sake of its Confequence, that there- 
fore the People had not the Knowledge of that Doc- 
trine, we come next to eftablifh that Inference. 

Now, as he fays, though one might fairly con- 
clude that the People’s not having that Doétrine 
was a neceflary Confequence of (Mo/es’s not teaching 
it, in a Law which folemnly forbids the leaft Ad- 
dition to the written Inftitution, yet he will further 
fhew,. from a Circumftance the moft demonftrative 
and inconteftable, that the J/raelites, from the Time 
of AdLofes, 'to the Time of their Captiviiy, had = 
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the Doétrine of a future State of Reward and 
Punifhment. The Sum of this Argument isthis: | 

The Bible contains a very circumftantial Hiftory 
of this People throughout the aforefaid Period ; 
comprehending public and private Occurrences of 
every Kind incident to both Sexes; in none of 
which do we find any one Perfon acting on the Mo- 
tives of a future State, or indeed expreffing the leaft 
Knowledge of it; but in all they do or fay refpect- 
ing the prefent Life only. A Thing which cannot 
be conceived poffible, if a future Retribution had 
made any Part of their religious Opinions. 

To fet this Matter in the ftrongeft Light, Mr. 
Warburton, by way of Contraft, confiders the Hif- 
tory of the reft of Mankind, whether recorded by 
Bards, Statefmen, Philofophers, or Priefts; in 
which we find the Doéérine of a future State bear- 
ing a conftant and principal Share in the Deter- 
minations of the Will, throughout all the various 
Circumftances of human Life. 

Nay, as he adds, what is more than all this, 
¢* when a future State became the popular Doctrine 
<¢ among the Jewi/h People, then we find it to 
«¢ make as confiderable a Figure in their Hiftories, 
‘¢ by influencing their Determinations, as in the 
‘¢ Hiftory of any other People.”’ 

But it is not only on the negative Silence of the fa- 
cred Writers, or of the Speakers they introduce, 
that Mr. Warburton founds his Conclufion ; but on 
their pofitive Declarations, in which they plainly 
difcover there was no popular Expectation of a 
future State or Refurreftion. The Paflages of the 
Old Teftament, which he cites as Vouchers, are be- 
low in the Margin; * and they all fpeak fuch a 
Language as could not be ufed by a People in- 


* 


_ 28am. xiv. 14. Jo vii. 9, xiv. 7—12. Psaum 
Vi. 5. xxx. Q. Ixxxvili, 10,12. Eccu. ix. 5. Isat 
XXXVI. 58, 19. JEREM.V. 7. 
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ftruéted in the Doétrine of Life and Immortality ; 
and quite contrary to what we meet with on any 
Occafion whatfoever, in the Writers of the New 
Teftament ; unlefs where ’tis brought in to be con- 
futed and condemned. 


SECTION. VL. 


But what isof greateft Weight, the infpired Wri- 
ters of the New Teffament exprcisly afiure us of 
the fame Thing; that the Doctrine of a future State 
did not make Part of the Ma/aic Diipenfation. 
Their Evidence, Mr. War durtin fays, may be di- 
vided into two Parts; the fir/i proving that rempo- 
yal Rewards and Punifhments were the “avons of 
the Fewi/b Difpenfation, the feconcd, that ic had 
no other. 

For a Confirmation of the firft Point, feveral Paf- 
fages of St. Paul’s Epiftles are quoted and para. 
phrafed ; fuch asthat 1 Tim. iv. 8, where he fays, 
fhewing the Advantages of moral above riiza/ Ob- 
fervances, Godlinefs is profitable unto all Things; 
having the Promife of the Life that now is, and of 
that which is to come. Hes. vil. 15, 16. After 
the Similitude of Melchifedec there arifeth another 
Prieft, whois made not after the Law oF A CAR- 
NAL COMMANDMENT, but after the Power of an 
endlefs Life. 

And then for eftablifhing the fecond Pofition, viz. 
that the Sanction of a future State of Reward and 
Punifhment was not in the Mo/aic Difpenfation ; 
Mr. Warburton quotes and defcants upon Rom. v. 
r2th and following Verfes. 2Cor.,iil. 7, €e. 
2 T1m.1. 10. Epu.vi. 19. Cor.i. 26. Hes. 
Vil. 19. X, 1. and vill. 6, 7. 

But if the Cafe be as here reprefented, it will be 
afked, What were the real Sentiments of the Fews 
concerning the Soul? Our Author anfwers, “* They 
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© were doubtlefs the fame with thofe of the reft of 
«¢ Mankind, who have thought upon the Matter ; 
<‘ that If SURVIVED THE Bopy. But having, 
¢ from Mo/fes’s Silence, and Eftablifhment of ano- 
¢ ther Sanction, no Expectation of future Rewards 
¢ and Punifhments, they fimply concluded that é¢ 
© returned to him that gave it. But any interefting 
¢ Speculations concerning its State of Separation, 
¢ *tis plain they had none. All this appears from 
¢ the Book of Ecclefiaftes, which {peaks the Senti- 
¢ ments of the Fews at that Time. Who know- 
‘ eth (faysthis Author) the Spirit of Man that goes 
“ upwards, and the Spirit of the Beaft that goeth 
‘© downward to the Earth? And again, Then fhall 
‘ the Duft return to the Earth as it was, AND 
‘© THE SPIRIT SHALL RETURN UNTO GOD WHO 
“ Gave IT. Yetthis Writer,” exactly agreeable 
to what our Author here delivers, ‘ fays, at the 
‘¢ fame time, but the Dead know not any Thing, 
“< neither have they ANY MORE A REWARD, for 
* the Memory of them is forgotten. 


“ 
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BOOK VI. 
SECTION I. 


Notwithftanding the convincing Evidence which 
Mr. Warburton has produced, of a future State’s 
not making Part of the Religion of Mofes; yethe 
is under a Neceflity, here, of entering upon a par- 
ticular Reply to a Number of Texts, brought 
from the Old and New Teftament, to prove, That 
the Doétrine of a future State of Reward and 
Punifoment did make the moft effential Part of the 
Molaic Di/penfation ; and this by many fober Men, 
in all Seéts and Parties, of all Times and of all 
Religions, 
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Religions, who will not be perfuaded but that there 
it is to be found. 

I. Some ancient Chriftian Writers were not only 
confident of the Doétrine of a future State being 
Part of the Mo/aic Difpenfation, but infifted on the 
Pagans having learnt it all from thence, And fome 
modern Chriftians have even treated the Denial of 
this Point, as a Species of Jnfidelity. Thefe mif- 
taken Sentiments were owing to the following oddly 
concurrent Prejudices, which, Mr. Warburton fays, 
have ferved, till now, to difcredit one of the moft 
momentous Truths that Revelation has to boatt of. 

1. The firft was, that feveral Patriarchs and 
Prophets, both before and under the Mo/aic Difpen- 
fation, were certainly favoured with the Revelation 
of Man’s Redemption; in which the Doétrine of a 
future State is fo eminently contained; and it was 
thought utterly incredible, that thefe fhould not 
have propagated it to the reft of the People. 

2. They could not conceive how a Religion 
could be worthy of God, which confined the Views 
of its Votaries to this Life only. 

3. The Truth here contended for had been ef- 
poufed and abufed by the Enemies of all true Reli- 
gion; fuch as the Fewi/h Sadducees, the old Gno/- 
tics, and Unbelievers in all Times. 

4. Laftly, Men were retained in the Error in- 
to which thefe Prejudices had drawn them, by not 
rightly diftinguifhing between a future State, as 
taught by what is cailed Natural Religion; and a 
future State, as taught by Cbriffian Revelation: 
Which Dittinétion, our Author tells us, will be 
employed in the Sequel of this Work, asa Clue to 
conduct us thro’ all the Perplexities of this Region 
of Darknefs. 

II. But this Error was not confined in the Chrif- 
tian Church. The Jews and Mabometans both a- 
gree in obftinately maintaining it. Mr. /Varburton 

fhews 
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fhews on what Grounds they go, and how they pro- 
ceed in their defending it. 

The Cafe being thus, he thinks he fhall be ex- 
cufed, if he ftops a little to confider thofe Texts 
which Chriftian Writers have alledg'd in Oppofition 
to his Principle. 

Here he obferves, that:the Thing of moft Advan- 
tage in this Part of his Difcourfe, will be only to 
ftate the Queftion truly and plainly. For the 
Queftion thus truly ftated, he fays, will be a full 
Solution of all their Texts beforehand. 

‘s His declared Purpofe, in this Work, was 
“* to demonftrate the divine Legation of Moses, in 
‘s order to ufe it as Part of the Foundation of a 
¢ projected Defence of Chriftianity. This he does 
% by the Medium of no future State of Reward 
“ and Punifoment in the Mofaic Di/penfation. He 
«* muft needs therefore go upon thefe two Principles. 
‘© x, That Mofes did not difbelieve a future State of 
«« Rewards and Punifhments, 2, That bis Religion 
“© was preparative to that of Jesus, which taught it. 
‘© Hence arife thefe Confequences ; 

‘© x. From his holding that Mo/es did not disbe- 
‘¢ Jieve a future State, it follows, that all fuch Texts 
«¢ as are brought to prove that the ancient ews be- 
“¢ hieved the Soul furvived the Body, are nothing at 
¢ all to the Purpofe; butdo, on the contrary, 
‘© greatly fupport his Opinion. 

“© 2. From his holding that the Religion of Mo/es 
‘¢ was only a preparative to that of Jesus, it follows, 
‘¢ thatallfuch Texts as imply a future State in their 
‘s Typican Signification only, areas little to the 
‘¢ Purpofe: for as Moles’s Religion was prepara: 
‘< tory to one future, st is bighly reafonable to fup- 
‘¢ pofe, that the effential Dottrine of that new Re- 
“© fizion was fhadowed out under ithe Rites of the 
<¢ Old. But fuch Texts are not only imperti- 





* nent, but a Demonttration of the Qpinion they 
sare 








172 The WorksoftheLEARNEp. Art. 9, 


«¢ are brought to oppofe. For if a future State of 
* Retribution was taught. to the People .under the 
* Law, what Occafion: for any typical Reprefenta- 
‘ tion of it, which neceflarily implies the fecreting 
<< it from vulgar Knowledge? 

But further, as hjs Pofition is; that a future State 
of Reward and Punifhment was not taught in the 
Mofaic Difpenfation, “* fo all Texts. brought to 
“¢ prove the Knowledge of it after the Time of 
“© David are as little to the Purpofe as the reft. 
¢¢ For what was known after this Time could not 
<< fupply the Want through fo mahy Ages up to 
¢ Mojfes. This therefore puts all the prophetic Wri- 
“« tings out of the Queftion.”’ 

By all this it appears, that our Author might be 
juttified in taking no more Notice of the Texts in 
Difpute; the Force of which, in Oppofition to 
his Scheme, is fufficiently obviated by the preceding 
Confiderations. However, there are fome Reafons, 
which he fpecifies, that render it proper for him to 
enter into an Examination of them. 


a 


“a 


a“ 


SEO TION I. 


The firft he difcuffes are thofe which are alledg- 
ed from the Old Teftament. 

Now asthe Book of ‘fod is fuppofed to teach 
both a /eparate Exiftence and a future State, and has 
been thought by fome to be the firft of Mo/es’s 
Writings, and by others to be written even before 
his Time, and by ob himfelf, Mr. Warburton 
gives it the Precedence in this Inquiry ; which it de- 
ferves likewife on another Account, viz. the fupe- 
rior Evidence it bears to the Point in Queftion ; if 
indeed it bears any Evidence at all. For, allowing 
it to be the earlieft Scripture, and the Words of 
Jos, 1 know that my Redeemer liveth, &c. to re- 
ipect a future State, it follows that the ews muft not 

only 
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only have had the Knowledge of a future State of 
Rewards and Punifoments, but, what is more, of 
the Re/urrection of the Body, and ftill more, of the 
Redemption of Mankind by the Son of God: 
Therefore Mofes had no need to inculcate the Doc- 
trine of a future State. But our Author can by no 
means grant the Premifes, thinking they utterly 
difagree with what St. Paul fays, Col. i. 26. It is 
far more probable, that either the Book of Jos 
was written ina much later Age, or that this fa- 
mous Paffage has a very different Meaning. That 
neither of thefe Sufpicions are ill-grounded he un- 
dertakes to prove in a very curious Differtation, 
which employs this whole Section; and therein he 
inquires, 

J. What kind of Compofition the Book of od 
really is, If. In what ge it was written. I]. Who 
was its Author. 

Firft, with regard to the Compo/fition, he efpoufes 
the Opinion of thofe who contend for the Whole be- 
ing Dramatical. The Sentiments, Diciionand Form 
being perfectly fuited to fuch a kind of Work, and 
ill agreeing with any other. 

It is true, the Nature of this Book can hardly be 
determined by the Circumftance of its Stile only ; 
the Ancients ufing to compofe their graveft Writings 
of Religion, Lawsand Hiftory in Verfe. But when 
we take the Sentiments alfo into the Account, and 
find throughout not only Verfe but Poetry, a Poe- 
try animated by all the fublimity of Figures and 
Floridnefs of Defcription, and on the cooleft and 
moft abftraét: Subject ; we cannot chufe but conclude 
the Whole to be a Work of Imagination. 

However, the moft convincing Proof of its be- 
ing fo, is the whole Form of the Compofition. For, 
fuppofing it all hiftorical Truth, is it not a moft 
ftrange Thing, that three cordial Friends fhould 
make a folemn Appointment to go Moura with 

| N Job 
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Job and to Comfort him; that they fhould be fo 
greatly affected with his extreme Diftrefies, asto be 
unable to utter a Word for feven whole Days toge- 
ther; and yet, after this, to be no fooner fet in, 
than intirely to forget their Errand, and inftead of 
condoling with him in the Bitternefs of his Soul, to 
wrangle with him, and contradict him in every 
Word he fpoke ; and this without the leaft foften- 
ing of Friendfhip, but with all the Fiercenefs and 
Acrimony of angry Difputants contending for a 
Victory: And this too upon a Topic, which, abové 
any other, muft pierce him to the very Heart; in- 
fifting upon it, againft all his Proteftations to the 
contrary, that his Afflictions were a Punifhment of 
his Crimes. 

But, fuppofe the Work to be Dramatical, and 
we inimediately fee the Reafon of their Behaviour. 
For had they not been indulged in their contentious 
Humour, the Author could never have produced 
a Piece of that Integrity of Action, which a fcenic 
Reprefentation demanded ; and they might as well 
have held their Tongue feven Days longer, as not 
contradiét when they began to fpeak. 

But now, as might be expected on the Foot of 
our Hypothefis, the Difpute is commenced and car- 
ried on with great Warmth and Vehemence on both 
Sides; till having exhaufted their whole Stock of 
Arguments, and made the Subject more dubious 
than they found it, whileeach Party yet ftifly adheres 
to his own Opinion, the Poet, inthis Perplexicy, has 
Recourfe to the common Expedient of Dramatic 
‘Writers, and introduces a Deity to extricate him 
from his Straits. And if ever this was allowable, 
it was fo here: For what, as Mr. Warburton fays, 
can we conceive more wofthy a divine Interpofition 
than to unfold the myfterious Ways of Providence ? 
And that this here was nothing elfe, he thinks, is 

evident from hence: “ The Subject; as has been 
| : “© obferved, 
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obferved, was of the higheft Importance, name- 
ly, Whether, and why, good Men ave Unhappy, 
and the evil Profperous? The Difputants had 
much perplexed the Queftion by various Anfwers 
and Replies, in which both Sides had appealed 
to Experience ; fo that there wanted a fuperior 
Wifdom to moderate and determine. But to the 
Surprize of all who confider this attentively, and 
confider it as the ftrict Relation of a Fact, they 
find God introduced to do this in a Speech which 
< -clears up no Difficulties; but makes all Hopes 
“* of deciding the Queftion defperate, by an Ap- 
<© peal to his Almighty Power.” A plain Proof 
that the Interpofition was only a picce of Poetical 
Machinery. And in that Cafe we fee the Reafon 
why the Knot remains untied: ‘ For the facred 
<¢ Writer was no wifer when he fpoke Poetically 
«in the Perfon of Gop, than when in that of ‘fod 
“< or his Friends.” 

On thefe Accounts, and many more, which he 
touches on in the Courfe of this Differtation, our 
Author inclines to fuppofe this Book of 0d to be 
of the dramatick Kind. Nor does this Conceffion, 
as he fhews, in the leaft invalidate the Proofs we 
have from Scripture, of the real Exiftence of this 
Patriarch, or the Truth of his exemplary Story : 
But, on the contrary, much confirms them, 

And now Mr. Warburton proceeds to a fecond 
Queftion, viz, in what Age this Piece was com- 
poled. 

1. And, firft, he fays in general, it was written 
fome Time under the Mo/aic Difpenfation, But to 
this ic is objeéted, that, if written in thofe Times, 
itis ftrange that not a fingle Word of the fewi/h 
Law, nor any diftant Allufion to the Rites or Cere- 
monies of it, nor any hiftorical Circumftance under 
it, nor any Species of Idolatry in Uf during its Pe- 
riod, fhould be found in ir. 
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Now this Objection vanifhes on the Suppofal of its 
being a Dramatical Work: “ For Decorum being 
“© one of the moft effential Rules of that fort of 
“ Writing, he therefore, who takes a real Perfonage 
‘“< for the Subject of his Poem, will be obliged to 
¢ fhew him in the Cuftoms and Sentiments of his prow 
‘< per Age and Country; unmixed with any of the 
‘¢ Manners of the Writer’s later Time and Place.” 

But, to lay no greater Strefs on this Argument 
than it will bear, Mr. Warburton owns, that were 
there not (as the Objection fuppofes) the leaft Allu- 
fion to the Fewi/s Law or Hiftory throughout this 
whole Book, it might create fome reafonable Sufpi- 
cion that the Author lived before thofe Times ; but, 
on thecontrary, fome /tems he difcovers in it, which 
afford fufficient ground for conjeéturing that the Com- 
piler of it wasa Few. For inftance, Fob {peaking of the 
wicked Man, fays, He that /peaketh Hlattery to bis 
Friends, even the Eyes of his Children fhall fail *.— 
Gop layeth up Iniquity for bis Children §. Again 
he fays, that Idolatry was an Iniquity to be punt(bed 
by the Fudge +. ** Now both thefe Species of Pu- 
‘¢ nifhment were, as we have fhewn, peculiar to the 
“© Mofaic Difpenfation. But a Few might not be 
«< aware that they could not be part of the general 
s¢ T.aw of God and Nature: And fo, while he was 
¢ really defcribing the CEconomy under which 
«¢ he lived, might fuppofe himfelf to be reprefenting 
¢¢ the Cuftoms and Notions of moreancient Times.” 

But, Mr. Warburton notes, there is, befides this 
of Cu/foms and Notions, another Circumftance, that 
will always betray a feigned Compofition, made in 
‘an Age remote from the Subject: And that is the 
Ule of later Phrases. —_——** Thus Zophar, fpeak- 


~ 





«¢ ing of the wicked Man, fays, He fhall not fee 

« the Rivers, the Floods, the Brooks or Honey 

ss anp Butter. This, in common Speech, only 
* Chap, xvil. s. § XXxl. 19. + xxxi., 28. 
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“© fignified Plenty in the Abftraét; but feems to 
«¢ have been a proverbial Speech taken from the 
“¢ Defcription of the Holy Land. Again, Elipbaz 
“¢ fays, Receive, I pray thee, THE Law FROM 
‘ uis Moutn, and lay up bis Words in thine 
‘© Heart; that is, be obedient: But the Phrafe 
‘¢ was taken from the verbal Delivery of the Few- 
“< if) Law from Sinai; a Phrafe fo peculiarly ex- 
“ preffive, that the Rabbins fay, the Law of M- 
‘© “es is here {poken of by a kind of prophetic An- 
© ticipation. And again, Jos cries out, ——- Ob/ 
‘c that I were as Ll was in the Days of my 
“© Youth, when the SecRet oF Gop WAS UPON 
“my TABERNACLE; that 1s, in full Security: 
‘¢ Evidently taken from the Refidence of the di- 
‘© vine Prefence or Shekinah, ina vifible Form, on 
“ the drk, or on the Zent where the Ark was 
“¢ placed.” 

But farther, the Author of this Work has nume- 
rous Allufions to the miraculous Hiftory of his An- 
ceftors with fet Purpofe and Dejfign. But as he was a 
moft nice Obferver of Decorum, he has therein ex- 
a€tly preferved the Image of the very different and 
diftant Times he was reprefenting: He has fo high- 
ly touched and fo deeply fhaded them, as to ren- 
der them not perceiveable by inatténtive Readers ; 
though they are vifible enough to thofe who ftudy 
the Work with Care and Diligence. Thus od, {peak- 
ing of the Omnipotence of Gop — which commandeth 
the Sun, and it rifeth not, and fealeth up all the 
Stars *, —— alludes to the miraculous Hiftory of 
the People of God, fuch as the Eg yptian Darknefs 
and the ftopping of the Sun’s Courfe by Fefhua 
Again, where Fob fays, He divideth the Sea with 
his Power, and by his Underftanding he [miteth through 
the Proud t. The Deftruction of Pharoah and-his 





* Chap. ix. 7. tT XXvi. 12. 
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Hoft in the Red Sea is plainly referred to. Again, 
who can doubt but that the following Words, be 
taketh away the Heart of the Chief of the People of 


the Earth, and caufeth them to wander ina Wilder-— 


ne/s where there isno Way, allude to the Wandering of 
the L/raelites forty Years in the Wildernefs, in Pu- 
nifhment of their Cowardice and Diffidence in God’s 
Promifes? 

Mr. Warbarton cites feveral other Inftances of 
this Nature; in all which (as well as in the forego- 
ing) we difcover the plain Marks of former Times, 
intermixed with Circumftances peculiar to the Jat- 
tey : From whence we cannot but infer that the Sto- 
ry of Jos is a Species of Dramatic Writing com- 
pofed long after the Age of the Subject. : 

On the Whole then it appears, that this Objection 
(which, 1f well grounded, had yet made nothing 
agz2inft the low Date of a poetic Compofition ) is not 
indeed fupported by real Fact, as Mr. Warburton 
more fully fhews hereafter. 

And now, having proved this Work to have 
been compofed under the Mofaic Occonomy, he comes 
clofer to the Queftion, and fays, the Date of it mutt 
be fumewhere between the Jews approaching Captivi- 
ty, and their thorough Re-eftablifoment in Judea. 
‘(his isthe largeft Period that can be given it; be- 
caufe that no other Period can_poffibly be affigned 
tor the grand Queftion, therein handled, ever coming 
into Difpute. 

The Queftion is, Whether the Divine Providence 
be bere equally adminifter’d, fo as that the Good are 
always profperou:, and the Bad unhappy; or whe- 
ther Profperity and Adverfity do not often happen in- 
differently to Good and Bad. Jos maintains the latter, 
and his three Friends the former Opinion. 

Now this, our Author fays, could never have 
been a difputable Point in any Place out of the 
j.and of Fudea, trom. the moft early fuppofed oe 
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of Jos’s Exiftence, even to our’s. The Difpenfa- 
tion of Providence, which, throughout this Period, 
all Ages and Countries have experienced, being 
confeffedly unequal: Nor there neither, in any Pe- 
riod of the fewi/b Nation, either before or after that 
in which we place it. Not before, becaufe the Pro- 
cedure of Providence towards this People was feen 
and own’d by all to be equal; not after, becaufe by 
the total ceafing of Gop’s extraordinary Admini 
tration, the contrary was as evident. 

Of this Period then there are three Portions. 
1. The Time immediately foregoing the Captivity. 
2. TheDuration of it; and, 3. The Returz from it. 
Againft the firft and fecond of thefe, our Authgr lets 
us fee there is an unanfwerable Objection, which. 
the third ftands clear of. Wherefore he concludes, 
that the Book of ‘%ob was written fometime between 
the Return and thorough Settlement of the Fews in 
their own Country. 

Having thus fuited the Time, we muft next fee 
if we.can fait the Subjeé, and whether this, which 
was foreign and unnatural to every other Period, 
was proper to that here affigned. My Readers would 
be very well entertain’d with Mr. Warburton’s De- 
monftration of the Affirmative; but for lack of 
Room, I muft only juft mention what he enlarges 
on, He fays, 

The Hews, from their Deliverance out of Egypt, 
to their laft Kings, lived under an extraordinary, 
and almoft equal Providence. Near the Time of 
their Captivity, they had a Series of Prophets arm- 
ing them againft the Terrors of it, by the Promi- 
fes of a fpeedy Return, and great future Bleffings. 
The Seafon'for theAccomplifhment of thefe was now 
come; and their Reftoration was brought to pafs 
with uncommon Circumftances. When they revifit- 
ed their native Land, it cannot be doubted but they — 
expected the fame Manifeftations of God’s Provi- 
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dence in their Re-eftablifhment, that their Fore-fa- 
thers had found in their firft Settlement. But in this 
they were greatly deceived; and the long Traverfes 
they underwent from the Malice and Perfecution of 
their idolatrous Neighbours, made them but too fen- 
fible of their Miftake. Hereupon their Surprize and 
Anxiety muft be great; at firft it would be difficult 
for many, that had been habituated to the Notion of 
an equal Providence, to credit the true State of their 
prefent Condition ; others would fall into Doubts 
about God’sJuftice, as not conceiving how he could 
difcharge the Expectations he had raifed without 
fome very particular Regard to their Safety; all 
would be in a State of Apprehenfion and Diforder ; 
and this yreatly increafed, 1. From the bad Situae 
tion of Affairs without, the Walls of Feru/alem in 
many Places being broke down, the Gates gone, 
and the Inhabitants expofed to the Infults and Ra- 
vages of their Enemies; and, to the Contempt of 
all their Neighbours, asa defpicable and abandoned 
People. 2. From the bad Situation of Affairs 
qwithin;, feveral Diforders, contrary to the Law, 
having crept in amongft them. Add to all this, 
what would infinitely increafe the Confufion, that a 
future State of Rewards and Punifhments was not 
yet become a popular Doctrine amongft them. 
Could any Thing therefore be conceived more 
neceffary, at this Time, than fuch a Work as the 
Book of Jos? ‘¢ In which, ona traditional Story, 
“<< of great Fame all over the Eaft, a good Man 
¢ was reprefented as afflicted for the Trial of his 
‘¢ Virtue, and rewarded for his Afflictions; and in 
‘¢ which their Doubts about God’s Providence 
‘¢ were pioufly refolved into his Almighty Power.” 
For, to quiet all their Perplexities, and to comfort 
them under their prefent Diftrefles, Mr. Warbur- 
tun {uppofes to be the Reafon of one of their Pro- 
phet’s compofing the Book of ob at this very oy 
| uc 
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~ Such a Defign in writing this Poetic Story, re-. 
quired the Poem to be ALLEGORICAL as well as 
DraMaTic; that is, reprefenting the real Per- 
fonsof that Age under thofe of the Drama. And, 
in Faét, we fhall find this Piece to be wholly Aile-. 
gorical; there being divers Circumftances added to 
each Character, which can by no Means belong to 
the Perfons repre/enting ; Others therefore muft be 
meant under thofe Characters, as the Perfons repre- 
fented. To fet this Matter out of all Doubt, Mr:.— 
Warburton examines each Character apart. Some 
Paffages of what he fays relating to that of fod, I 
will here infert asa Sample; for the reft, for want 
of Room, I muft refer the curtous Reader to our 
Author himfelf. ¢* In the Perfon of $0, fays he, 
<¢ we have a good Man afflicted, and maintaining 
<¢ his own Innocence; equally impatient of Pain 
and Contradiction; yet, at laft, fubmitting to 
the Will of God, and finally rewarded. Had 
this been a fictitious Character, we could only 
have gathered this general Moral from it, that 
Virtue and Submiffion to the divine Pleafure, 
notwithftanding the common Frailties of Huma- 
nity, will engage the Care of Providence. But 
as this Hero of the Poem was a real Perfon, and 
fo famed all over the Eaft for his exemplary Pa- 
tience in’ Afflictions, that it became Proverbial, 
we Can never account for his Behaviour, when 
we find him breaking out ever and anon into 
fuch Exceffes of Impatience, as border even upon 
Blafphemy. We conclude therefore, that from 
this Book, the Fame of fo great Patience never, 
could have arofe, The Writing then and the Zra~ 
dition being fo entirely inconfiftent, we muft needs 
conclude fome other Character to be fhadowed, 
under that ef Fob. 
“* And this was no other than the Few7/h People. 
“¢ The great Point Fob infifts upon throughout the 
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whole Book, is his Junocence: And yet to our 
Surprize we hear him, in one Place, thus expof- 
tulating with Gop, Thou writeft bitter Things 
againft me, and makeft me to poffefs the In1qui- 
TIES OF MY YouTH. This can be accounted 
for no otherwife, than by underftanding it of the 
People; whofe repeated Iniquities, on their firft 
coming out of Agypr, were in every Age remem- 
bered, and punifhed on their Pofterity. Again, 
the Twenty-ninth Chapter is an exaét and circum- 
ftantial Defcription of the profperous Times of 
the Fewifh People; feveral Parts of which can 
be underftood with no tolerable Propriety of the 
Condition of a private Man.——O shar / were 
as in the Days when God preferved me, &c. * 
In thefe Words, the Writer evidently alludes to 


the Pillay of Fire in the Wildernefs; — the. 


Sheckinab in the Tabernacle; the Land flowing 
with Milk and Honey; — the Adminiftration of 
the Fudges; — the curbing the Ravages of the 
Philiftines ; — and the Glory of their firft Mo- 
narchs, Well therefore might the Writer, in 
his Introduction to this Speech, call it a Para- 
ble. And again, when Elihu, who was in the 


Prophet’s Stead, comes to anfwer ‘fob, he fays, J _ 


will anfwer thee, and thy Companions with thees, 
implying, that there wasa Number in the fame 
Complaint. 

<¢ ‘This leads us next to confider the 4ge, as well 
as People meant. ‘ob, {peaking of his Misfor- 
tunes, fays, For the Thing which I greatly feared 
is come upon me, and that which I was afraid of 
is come unto me: Iwas not in Safety, neither had 
I Reft, neither was I quiet, yet Trouble came. 
But in other Places he {peaks very differently : 


* He wifhes be were as in Months past, for then 
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“ (fayshe) I fhall die in my Nest, and I fhall mul- 
<< tiply as the Sand. And again, when [looked for 
“ Good, then Evil came upon me: And when I 
 ayaited for Light, there came Darknefs. Thefe 
<¢ Things are entirely Defcordant, if underftood of 
«¢ one and the fame Perfon; and can never. be re- 
«« conciled but on the Suppofition of an Allegorical 
«© Reference to another Character; and then all is 
‘right. For this Di/guiet and Fear of approach- 
“ “ing Zrouble, was the very Condition of the Jews, 
‘ on their firft Return from the Captivity. * od, 
«© amongft his other Diftreffes reckons this, Zhou. 
“. fcarest me with Dreams, and terrifieft me with 
“ Vifions: Which, we may fuppofe, refers to the 
«6 Comminations of Haggai, Zechariah, and Ma- 
“¢ Jachi, who all prophefied, and were very trou- 
*¢ blefome, on that Account, to the impatient Fews - 
*© To whofeCircumftances only, and Spirit of Com- 
‘s plaint, thofe obfcure Words of Fob, expoftu- 
¢ Jating with Gop, canagree, And why doft thou 
“° not pardon my Tranfgreffion, and take away mine. 
© Iniquity ? For now L foall fleep in the Duft, and 
© thou fhalt feek me in the Morning, but I fhall not 
‘¢ de. As much as to fay, in thus punifhing, . thou. 
‘¢ wilt defeat thy own Defign. It is thy Purpofe 
*¢ to continue us a peculiar People; yet fuch Tra-. 
“ verfes as we have met with, on our Return, will 
* foon deflroy the Jews already come into Fu- 
* dea, and deter the reft from running the fame 
‘¢ Fortune. This is an eafy, and perhaps the true 
‘ Expofition of this very difficult Paffage.— Fob 
‘* goes on in the fame Strain, Is it good unto thee 
° that thou foouldft opprefs ? That thou foould# de- 
‘ [pife the Work of thine Hands, and fbine upon 
“* the Counfel of the Wicked? The very Complaint 
*¢ made by the Fews of this Time: See Marac. 
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“<i, 2. and ili. 15. But Job goes on, and fays, 
O that thou would hide me in the Grave, that 
thou woulds keep me in Secret, until thy Wrath 
be paft, that thou wouldft appoint me a fet Time, 
and remember me.——— The Complaints of the 
Fews at thacTime are here alfo referred to; which 
were, 2s appeats from thé Words of od, to this Ef- 
feét: Would to God we had ftill continued in the 
Captivity (the Grave, the very Figure ufed by the 
Prophets for the Captivity) expecting a more fa- 
vourablé Seafon for our Reftoration; or that we 
might be permitted to return to it, till the Remains 
of Punifhment for our Forefathers Sins were paft, 
and all Things fully prepared for our Reception. 
~— Fb goes on expreffing his Condition in this 
Manner: His Troops come together, and raife up 
their Way againft me, and encamp round about my 
Tabernacle. He bath put my Brethren far from me, 
and mine Acquaintance aré verily eftranged from me. 
My Kinsfolk have failed, and my familiar Friends 
have forgotten me. The firft Part of this Complaint 
relates to the Arabians, the Ammonites, and the 
Afbdodites; who (as Nebemiah tells us) bearing 
that the Walls of Jerufalem were made up, and 
that the Breaches began to be flopped, were very 
wroth, and confpired all of them together to 
come and fight againft Jerufalem, and to hinder 
jt.* The fecond Part relates to their rich Brethren 
remaining in Babylon, who feemed, by WNe- 
hemial’s Account, to have much neglected the 
diftreffled Remnant that efcaped fromjthe Captivi- 
ty to Ferufalem. Then Hamani, (fays he) one of 
my Brethren came, be and certain Men of Judah, 
and I afked them concerning the Jews that bad 


* Neuem. iv. 7. 8, 


66 efcaped: : 
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“ efcaped, which were left of the Captivity, and 


<< concerming Jerufalem. nd they faid unto we, 
<< The Remnant that are left of the Captivity tpere 
<< jn the Province are. in great Affliction: and. Re- 
és proach: The Wall of Jerufalem aijo is brokeg 
“ down, aud the Gates thereof are burnt with 
“¢ Fire. + Fob goes on, O shat I knew where I might 
“s find him [Gop] tbat [ might come even to bis 
“ Seat. Behold, L go forward, but be is not theres 
«“< and backward, but I cannot perceive bims; on the 


“ Left, and where be doth work, but I cannot behold 


“ him: He hideth bimfelf ou the Right-band, that 
“© I cannot fee bim. * Could any thing more pathe- 
‘¢ tically exprefs the Laments of a People who faw 
ss the extraordinary Providence departing from 
«<< them? ” 
From Gop, Fob turns to Man, and complains 
of his Behaviour towards him; in all. which Mr. 
Warburton fhews, the Carriage of the Heathen Na- 
tion to the People of J/rael is intended to be repre- 
fented. But I have cited enough already to fatisfy 
the Reader concerning the Manner in which our Au- 
thor proves the Book in Queftion to be (not only 
of a dramatic Nature, but) a continued A/legory. 
And in the Way here fpecified, he goesthro’ the 
Remainder of Jos’s Character; and then accom- 
modates what is told us of his Wife, and what the 
facred Compiler has put into the Mouths of Eliphaz, 
Bildad, and Zophar, his three Friends, and like- 
wife into that of the Devil himfelf, (who had a con- 
fiderable Share in the Plot,) in like Sort, to the 
Fewifh State, as it was circumftanced in that Pe- 
riod. 
But tho’ I thus difmifs oss Wife and his three 
Friends, I cannot fo eafily get rid of his firft Tor- 
mentor, the Devil. Inthat Part of theAl]legory which 


Tt NewseM.i. 2, 3. ™ Jos. xxiii, 3, 8. c. 


refers 
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refers tohim, Mr.Warburton tellsus, the Fable and 
the Moral of this dramatical Performance meet, and, 
as it were, concur to throw of the Mafk, and expofe 
the true Face of the Subject: This Affaule of Satan 
upon Fob being the very Affaule that the Prophet 
‘Zechariab informs us he made, at this Time, on the 
‘People. The only Difference is, that, inthe Prophecy, 
Fofhua the High Prieft ftands for the People ; and in 
this Poem, Fob: In all the reft, the Identity is fo 
ftrongly fupported, that this fingle Circumftance is 
alone fufficient, Mr. Warburton thinks, to con- 
firm the Truth of the whole Interpretation that he 
has been here giving. There needs only the fetting 
the two Paffages together, he fays, to convince the 
‘moft Incredulous, One of the Paffages is inthe 1ft of 
Job, from the Beginning of the fixth to the End of 
the 12th Verfe. The other is from the Beginning of 
the 13th Verfe of the fecond Chapter of Zechariah 
‘to the End of the 5th Verfe of the third Chapter. 

In the latter of thefe, Y%ob’s wholedramatic Life 
Jies in its Stamina Satan’s fianding at the Angels 
‘Right-hand to refift fF ofoua is,when drawn out more at 
length, his Per/ecutton of ‘f0b.—Jofhua, cloathed with 
filthy Garments, isJob amongft the Afbes ; the cloathing 
Jofhua with Change of Raiment, and fetting a fair 
Mitre on his Head, is “fod’s returning Profperity.— 
Aid the Angel of the Lord flanding by, is Gop’s In- 
terpofition from the Whirlwind. 

But we have not yet done with thisCharaéter. The 
finding Satan in the Scene, Mr. Warburton fays, is 
a certain Proof that the Work was compofed in the 
‘Age he affigns to it. This evil Being was little 
known to the People till abour this Time :—Their 
great Legiflator never once mentioning this capital 
Enemy of Heaven: And even when the Courfe 
of that facredHiftory which he compofed, obliged him 
to treat of Satan’s firft grand Machination againft 
Mankind, he entirely hides him under that —- 
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which he made his Inftrument.—But as the Fulnefs 
of Time drew on, they were made more and more 
acquainted with him.*— On the Return from theCap- 
tivity we find him better known; and Things then 
afcribed tohim, as the :mmediate and proper Author, 
which (while the divine Providence thought fit to keep 
back the Knowledge of him) were before given, in an 
improper Senfe, to the firft and altimateCaule of 
all Things. Thus, in the fecond Book of Samuel it 
is faid, that God movedDavid to Number thePeople, 
and again the Anger of the Lord was kindled againft 
Ifrael, and be moved David againft them to fay, go 
number \frael and Judah +. But in the firf# Book 
of Chronicles, which was wrote after the Captivity, 
Satan isfaid to have moved Davidto it.§ For his 
Hiftory having an infeparable Connection with the 
Redemption of Mankind, the Knowledge of it 
muft needs keep equal Pace with this; and their 
latter Prophets had now given very lively Difcripti- 
ons of that, and its attendant Truths. 

The laft Actor, in this Reprefentation, is a fourth 
Friend of Yob’s, Ex1uu, who is brought upon the 
Stage in the thirty-fecond Chapter. Heis made to 
reprove Job, like the other three, with great Af- 
perity; and yet, as Mr. Warburton notes, to the 
great Surprife of a]l the Commentators, he is not in- 
volved in the fame Sentence with them, when God 
pafles Judgment on the Controverfy. Here again, 
the only Solution of the Difficulty is the [nterpreta- 
tion we have been giving. For under the Perfon of 
Eviuvu was defigned the facred Writer himfelf, who 
{peaks in the Perfon of God, or asthe Prophets from 
God {poke to the Fewi/h People. This is proved 
by divers Confiderations. ‘Thus 


* See 1 Kincs xxii. 19, &%c. fg. Tho’ Satanis not named 
in this Paffage, yet his Nature is tufficiently declared. 
+ 2 Sam. xxiv. § 1 CHron. xxi, 
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Elibu, at the Entrance of his Argument, addrefies 
the three Friends in thefe Terms: Now se bath not 
- diretled his Words againft me: Neither will I an- 
{wer him with your Speeches. * Which fufficiently 
difcriminates his Cau/e and Character from their’s, 
And that he fays to 7obt does the fame; as our 
Author particularly fhews. 

Again, Eibu ules the very fame Arguments againft 
Job and his three Friends, chat are afterwards put 
into the Mouth of God himfelf, refolving all into 
hisOmnipotency. § Elihu ’s Speech i is indeed, in all 
Refpects, the fame with Goa’s, excepting the Se- 
verity of hisReproofto7od. ‘* And in that theWri- 
<< ter has fhewn his Art. The End of this Work 
<* was to encourage the Zews to a Perfeverance in 
‘ their Duty, by theaffured Care and Proteétion 
‘ of Providence: Atthe fame Time, as they were 
“ growing impatient, it was neceflary this Temper 
“ fhould be reproved. But as the Ordonnance of 
*¢ the Poem is difpofed, the putting the Reproofs 
¢ into the Mouth of the Almighty would have 
‘ greatly weakened the Purpofe of the Work. 
ss This Part therefore is given to his Servant 
‘ Elibu: And God’s Sentence is all Grace and 
¢ Favour on the Side of 0d, and Indignation and 
-* Refentment againft his fale Friends.” There 
is, Our Author adds, another artful Circumftance in 
the Caft of Elibu’s Speech. ‘* The three Friends, in 
‘© the grand Queftion concerning an equal Provi- 
«© dence, went directly over to one Side, and Fob 
<< toanother ; E/ibe inclines to neither, but refolves 
¢ all into Submiffion to the Almighty Power of 
“© God. For it was yet inconvenient to acquaint 
«s the Fews, who were now going to fall under a 
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* XXxXil. 14. T xxxili. 3, & feg. § Compare from 


Chap. xxxii, to xxxvii. with what occurs from Chap. xxxviii. 
to xii 
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<© common Providence, withthe Truth of the Cafe. ” 
And hence, Mr. Warburton notes, another Circum- 
{tance arifes to determine the Date of this Poem. He 
had fhewn that the Sudjeé fuited only this Time. 
We now fee that the Manner of treating the Subject 
could agree to noother. Onthe whole, this Speech 
of Elibu’s was the fineft Preparative imaginable for 
that decifive one, which was to follow. 

Further, the true Character of El:hu is feen from 
hence, that Yod replies nothing to him, as confcious 
of the Truthof his Reproofs. And this Submiffion 
of his was to reprefent that of the Hews on the preach- 
ing of their Prophets, 

But, laftly, his not being involved in the Condem- 
nation of the three Friends is the moft convincing 
Proof of his very different Charaéter: This, and 
the fevere Sentence paffed on the three Friends for 
Impiety, exceedingly perplexed the Commentators ; 
but in our Author’s Senfe all iseafy. ‘ For where 
«© was the Wonder of E/ihu's Acquittal, when he had 
«6 faid nothing but what God himfelf confirmed ? 
«s And as for the three Friends, let them be as guilty 
‘ as they would to Fob, they are, all the Way, Ad- 
‘ vocates for God; and hold nothing concerning 
<6 him that did not become his Nature and Provi- 
<¢ dence. But once fuppofe thefe three Friends re- 
‘ prefent the Adverfaries of the Fews, and the 
‘¢ Difficulty vanifhes. Their Pretences are then all 
¢ Aypocritical: And they impioufly affume the Pa- 
“6 tronage of God only to carry on their Malice a- 
“¢ gainft Fob to more Advantage.” Why the Writer 
of this Book did not openly expofe the Wickednefs 
of their Hearts, as is done in the Books of Ezra 
and Nebemiab, was becaufe the Nature of the Wark 
would not fuffer it. The Queftion in Debate, and 
the Managers of the Queftion, neceffarily requiring 
that the Part they took fhould have a fpecious 
Oat-fide of Piety and Veneration toward God. 
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In a Word, Fob is made to fay fomething zwrong, 
‘¢ becaufe he reprefents the impatient Zews of that 
“© Time: His three falfe Friends, to fay fome- 
** thing right, becaufe the Nature of the Drama fo 
“© required: And Elihu to moderate with perfect 
Reitude, becaufe he reprefented the Prophet.” 

Having thus fixed the Date of the Book, Mr. 
W ar burton’s next Inquiry is concerning its AUTHOR. 
That it was compoled by an in/pired Writer is, he 
fays, beyond all Queflion. Its uncontroverted and 
conftant Place in the Canon, its internal Marks of 
Divinity, and its being quoted as infpired Scripture 
by St. Paul, § are, as he notes, fufficient Vouchers of 
its Authority. He attributes it to the great Ezra; 
and he fhews how well this Suppofition accords 
with the Character of that illuftricus Perfonage. 

And now, having brought down the Date of this 
Book fo low, it is of little Importance, our Author 
fays, to his Subieét, whether the famous Paffage in 
the mineteenth Chapter be underftood of a Rejurrec- 
tion from the Dead, or only of temporal Deliverance 
from Afflifions. Yet, as his Interpretation affords new 
‘Light towards afcertaining its Meaning, he chufes 
to jay fomething to it. 

He declares himfelf for the latter Opinion. His 
Reafons are thefe. 1. The Underftanding the Words 
of a Refurrefion is repugnant to the whole Tenor 
of the Argument 3 while the other Senfe is exactly 
correfpondent to it. 2. The Defign of the Compo- 
fition, as explained above, abfolutely requires this 
Jatter Senfe, and difclaims the other. To make 
good the former of thefe Reafons, Mr. Warburton 
obferves, that “¢ the Difputants in this Book are all 
«© equally embarraffed to account for the Ways of 
“© Providence. Jos contends that the good Man is- 
‘¢ fometimes unhappy; yet he appears to regard 
that Difpenfation as a mew Thing, and Matter of 

§ 2 Cor. iii,tg, 
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*< Wonder ; which the Interpretation here efpoufed 
¢¢ wel] accounts for. On the other hand, the zhree 
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Friends are pofitive, that a good Man can never 
be unhappy, becaufe fuch an Adminiftration of 
Providence reflects upon God’s Juftice. Now the 
Doétrine of a Refurreétion fuppofed to be urged 
by Fob, cleared up all this Embarrafs. If there- 
fore his Friends thought it true, it ended the Dif- 
pute ; if they thoughe it falfe, it was incumbent 
on them to confute it, yet they do neither : They 
neither cal] it into Queftion, nor allow it to be 
Decifive ; but, without the leaft Notice that any 
fuch Thing had been urged, they go on as they 
begun, to inforce their former Arguments, and 
to confute that which they feem to underftand 
was the only one 7ob urged againft them, viz. 
the Confcioufnefs of his own Innocence. 
But what is ftill more unaccountable, 70s, when 
he refumes the Difpute againft his Friends, fticks 
to the Argument he firff fets out with ; and, 
though he found it gave them little Satisfaction, 
repeats it again and again. Butthis other Argu- 
ment of a Re/urreétion, fo full of Piety and Con- 
viction, which they had never replied to, he never 
Once refumes ; never upbraids his Adverfaries 
for their Silence, nor triumphs, as he well might, 
in their Inability to anfwer it. —— To this we 
may add, that if Fob fpoke of a Refurreéction, 
he not only contradicts the general Tenor of his 
Argument, which he maintains throughout the 
whole Difputation, but likewife what he fays in 
many Places concerning the irrecoverable Diffo- 
lutios ot the Body *. But, what is ftrangeft 








of all, when the two Parties had quite confound- 
ed themfelves, and one another, for Want, as one 
would think, of this Principle of a Refurreétion, 
which fo eafily unravels all the’ Perplexities of the 
* See Chap. vii.g, 21. X. 21. Xvi. 22. xiv. 7, & Seg. 
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«+ Difpute, the fourth Friend, the Moderator, fteps 
¢ in, as the Precurfor of the Almighty, the great 
‘¢ Decider of the Controverfy. Here then, as our 
¢ Author fays, we might reafonably think that the 
¢ Honour of the Solution, which the Doétrine of 
© the Refurreétion affords, was referved for thefe ; 
‘© but, to our great Surprife, they neither of them 
© give the leaft Hint concerning it. --- Elihu juftifies 
<s God’s Conduct ; God bears Witnefs to 70d’s In- 
<< nocence; yet both concur in refolving all into 
<¢ Power omnipotent. This tends more to cloud than 
“¢ clear up the Obfcurities of the Debate ; whereas the 
<¢ Doctrine of a Refurreftion had rendered every 
‘© Thing plain and eafy. In a Word, no Solution is 
‘¢ given, though a Decifion be made, which is quite 
«¢ unaccountable.” 

Mr. Warburton next tries if the other Senfe of 
the Words agrees better with the Tenor of the Dif- 
pute. Jos, driven to Defpair, * contradicts what he 
had formerly held, that God would at length bring 
the good Man out of Trouble. For which being 
reproved by Bildad, || he recolleéts himfelf in the 
nineteenth Chapter, and comes again to his former 
Mind ; delivering itas his fixed Sentiment in which 
he was determined to perfevere: / know that my 
Redeemer liveth, &c. Which he introduces thus, 
Ob! that my Words were now written! Oh! that they 
qwere printed in a Book, that they were graven with 
an Ivon Pen and Lead, in the Rock for ever! As 
much as to fay, what I uttered through the Diftem- 
perature of my Paffion, I here retract, and defire 
that what I have juft now profeffed may be under- 
ftood as my fixed Belief. 

In the fecond Place, if our Author, as he fays, 
has given a right Interpretation of the Book of od, 
a temporal Deliverance, and not the Refurreétion of 
the Body, muft here be meant: «¢ For the Moral of 

* Chap. xvi, || xi. 15,-10. ———- xiv. 13. Xvili. 4. 
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“ the Dramatic Piece was to affure the People, re- 
“¢ prefented by this Patriarch, of thofe great tem- 
¢ poral Bleffings which the three Prophets, Haggai, 
“< Zechariah, and Malachi, had predicted, in order 
‘¢ to allay the Tumult of Mind that arofe in every 
<< one on feeing the extraordinary Providence that 
<< protected their Fore-fathers, now about to leave 
‘¢ them.” 

Thus I have laid before the Reader, an Epitome 
of Mr. Warburton’s Differtation on this Portion of 
Holy Writ. I have confined myfelf tohis Opinion 
of it, meddling very little, if at all, with the inge- 
nious Remarks which he has made on the Miftakes 
of feveral others concerning it, and which coniain a 
great deal of inftructive Criticifm. Other Pafflages of 
the Old Teftament, that have been urged as Objec- 
tions to his Syftem, will be taken Notice of hereafter. 
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ARTICLE X. 


A brief Difcourfe concerning the Credibility of 
Miracles and Revelation: To which is added, 
a Pokfcript in Anfwer to the Lord Bifbop of 
Litchfield’s Charge to his Clergy. By Arthur 
Afhley Sykes, D. D. London: Printed for 
Meff. Knapton, at the Crown zm Ludgate- 
Street, 1742. Odfavo, Pages 262. 


PNUR_ Author introduces this Work, with the 
following Declaration : “ The fincere Defire I 

** have always had to ferve the Caufe of Virtue and 
** Religion both natural and revealed, and to place 
*¢ them upon their true Foundations, made me fome 
“© Years ago.publifh an Effay on the Truth of the 
© Chriftian Religion ; and not long fince, a Trea- 
*¢ tifey wherein 1 endeavoured to thew, the true 
O 32 “© Connection 
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—** Conneétion between natural and revealed Religion. 
‘© The Subjects were of Confequence; and as I had 
‘s an Opportunity of feeing fome Things wrote 
“© acain{t Revelation, with very great Acutenefs, I 
“¢ found it neceffary to treat the Defence of it, ina 
*< manner fomewhat different from what other Wri- 
*€ ters had done.” What he now lays before us fi- 
nifhes his Defign ; which was, as far as he could, to 
compleat a Vindication of the Chriftian Religion in 
a con/iftent, rational Manner ; and to fhew that there 
is nothing abfurd or incredible in it: In the Execu- 
tion of which, he has purfued fuch a Thread of 
Reafoning as he thinks {trong and conclufive. What 
principally led him to treat on this Subjeét at this 
Time was, an Objection againft the Credibility of 
the Gofpel Miracles, taken from the Diffancé of 
Time between the Fatts as they were done by Chrift, 
and the Publication of them. This Objection, it 
feems, has been Jately urged in Print, with great 
Acutenefs ; and our Author thinks it a Point of the 
utmoft Confequence to be difcuffed. For, as he 
adds, ** When thefe fort of Difficulties are fairly 
«< and freely canvaffed, it never produces that ill 
s¢ Effect that fome fearful good Men imagine ; 
‘© and till they are fairly and fully anfwered, the 
«¢ Fact will be, that Unbelievers will increafe, and 
«¢ triumph ina falfe Security and Strength.” 

Our Author begins his Difcourfe with obferving 
that there are, or have been but two Religions in the 
World, founded or pretended to be. founded upon 
Miracles: The one the Fewifh, the other the Chri- 
fiian. The Purpofe of this Work is to confider the 
Claims of the Founders of thefe two, who have ap- 
pealed to the Miracles they did, for the Truth of 
their Doctrines. And in order to clear up this Point, 
he inquires, Firf?, what a Miracle is. Secondly, 
whether there be any Difference as to Credibility, be- 
twixt thofe done by Chrift, and thofe done by others, 

who 
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who have fince pretended to work Miracles. Thirdly, 
whether an equal Credit, or evena greater, is not to 
be given to fome Popifh Miracles, the Accounts of 
which were publifhed foon after they were done, 
than is to be given to the Miracles mentioned by the 
Evangelifts, the Accounts of which were not pub- 
lifhed till many Years after the Death of Chrift. 
Fourthly, What are the Lying Wonders mentioned in 
the New Teftament, and how they may be diftin- 
euifhed from true Miracles. And, /afly, he examines 
what Degree of Credit is to be given to the Gofpel 
Records, fince they contain Accounts of Miracles 
reported to the World fo long after the Facts. 

From hence he proceeds to another fet of Inqui- 
ries, arifing from the Doétrine of Miracles, confi- 
dered as attefting any Revelation. e. g. Fir/t, Whe- 
ther we can difcover whether it be God, or an in- 
ferior Agent, that works a Miracle. Secondly, Whe- 
ther a Doctrine may not come from an evil Agent, 
feducing Men. Thirdly, What Degree of Affent is 
due to any Doctrine which ftands confirmed by Mi- 
racles, Fourthly, Whether a partial Revelation will 
prove that it comes from God, or from an inferior 
Being. And, Jafly, Whether God be obliged, fup- 
pofing that he grants a Revelation, to grant it to all 
Mankind equally. 

To this general Account of the Subject and Me- 
thod of this Treatife, I will fubjoin a few Paflages 
of it, relating to fome of the foregoing Topics, ex- 
actly in the Author’s own Words. 

His firft Inquiry is into the Nature of a Miracle ; 
and here he tells us, 1/7. That every Thing that /ar- 
prifes, or affonifbes, or makes Men wonder, is not 
what is meant by the Term Miracle. -+- For in this 
Senfe not only all extraordinary Things may be called 
Miracles, but that may be deemed a Miracle by 
fome, which is no more than the Effect of the pe- 
culiar Properties of certain Bodies known to fome, 
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which have not fallen under the Notice of others.--- 
adly, Whenever we confider the confiant, regular 
Courfe of ‘Things, either in Heaven or the Earth ,how 
incomprehenfible foever they may be, yet we do not 
give the Name of Miracles to them; —— nor do 
we apply that Term to any Things which proceed 
in an wfual regular Manner. —— 3d/y, Nor do we 
apply this Term to what may be refolved into Me- 
lancholy, Idiofyncrify, or Enthufiafm; how ftrange 
and furprifing foever the Effects of thefe are. —— 
And, laftly, There are uncommon Cafes, e. g. mon- 
ftrous Births; what is called Longing in Women 
with Child; extraordinary Chances and Events, 
€?c. which, though not reducible by us to any gene- 
ral Rules or Laws, are not called Miracles but Ano- 
malies, or lrregularities. 

Thefe Cafes being fet afide, a Miracle is a de- 
figned Effect, fenfible, unufual in itfelf, beyond the 
A& or Power of Man to do. Who is the Agent 
that influences or enables the Man to do or work a 
Miracle; whether it be God himfelf, or fome in- 
ferior Being, acting mediately or immediately by 
the Order or Will of God, makes no Difference as 
to this Point; fince the Miracle is the fame, let it 
be done by either God or any other Being fuperior 
to Man. 
_ I would not chufe to put into the Definition of a 
Miracle, that it mult bean Effect above, or befides, 
or contrary to the ordinary Courfe of Nature. For, 
if I do not miftake, a Miracle may be wrought, 
and yet it may not be above, or befides, or contrary 
to the ordinary Courfe of Nature: Nay, it may 
be agrecable unto it. It 1s indeed above, or befides, 
or contrary to the ordinary Courfe of human Nature 
amonG us, for a Man to fly through the Air un- 
affifted by any Engine; or to walk on the Water 
without finking at all, But it is not above, or be- 
fides, or contrary to the ordinary Courfe of Nature, 
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for an Angel (1 fuppofe fuch Beings here the:better 
to explain my Meaning) to fupport a Man upon the 
Water, or to carry him thro’ the Air, more than it 
is contrary to. the ordinary Courfe of Nature, fora 
Vefiel to fupport him in the Water, or for any Be- 
ings, /trong enough, to carry him through the Air.---« 

Again, as I put into my Definition of a: Miracle, 
that it isan Operation above the Power of Manto do, 
it is plain, chat it miuft be the Effect or Operation 
of fome fuperior Being; and not the Refult of any 
Powers of Bodies, however unufual or inexplicable 
fuch Powers may be.—— But further, 

When a Miracle is faid to be beyoud the Power 
of Man, it may be thought impoffible, or at leaft 
very difficult, to fix the Bounds which the Know- 
ledge or Induftry of Man may arrive at. Hence it 
has been fuggefted, becaufe it feems not to imply 
an abfolute Contradiction in the Suppofition, that 
he may fometime or other arrive at the Skill of raif- 
ing the Dead, that he may acquire the Secret of 
making the Juices of the Human Body flow again, 
after they have ceafed to flow ; ‘and that’he may be 
able to diffolve coagulated Blood, and make it move 
free again, after it has tatally ceafed to move, Sup- 
pofing all this, but not admitting it to be true, which 
durely is taking the largeft Strides in Suppofition, — 
all chat will follow from hence is, that that which is 
now 4 Miracle, and notinthe Power of Man todo, 
will then become within the Human Power: and, in 
Courfe, the raifing a dead Man to Life will then ceafe 
to be miraculous, becaule the Effect of the Power of 
Man ; and this Reafoning will hold univerfally. 

Our Author having, tn difcourfing on thefe Heads, 
fhewn what is meant by the Word Miracle, he next 
confiders it as it ftands, or may ftand conneéted 
with De@rines. And here he lays it down, 

1. That nothing that 1s derogatory to the Honour 
of God; nothing that is contrary to, or inconfif- 
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tent with Goodnefs, Juftice, Mercy, Truth, or 
any.of the moral Attributes of the Deity, can ever 
be proved true. 

2. No Doétrine can be affented to, that is con- 
trary to the Nature and Reafon of Things: God 
himfelf is governed by them; and all intelligent 
Agents are upder Obligation to purfue the fame 
Rule of Action. 

3. Whatever is, either thro’ our Want of Capa- 
city, or thro’ the Nature of the Thing, unconceiv- 
able by us, cannot be the Subject of Revelation, 
For, as to all Intents and Purpofes, it is exaétly 
the fame Thing not to be revealed at all, as to con- 
tinue perfectly unintelligible, after a Revelation is 
made. And, 

4. It feems moft reafonable to imagine, that if 
God, or any fuperior Being, were to inform Man- 
kind in an extraordinary Manner of any Truths, 
they would be fuch as were ufeful to them, and 
worthy of him who is pleafed to give them fuch In- 
formation. 

A fecond Point about which our Author inquires 
is, whether there be any material Circumftance at- 
tending the Miracles done by Chrift and his firft Dif- 
ciples, which may make them more to be regarded 
than thofe done by the French Prophets, or by the 
Abbe Paris, or any other who pretend to work Mi- 
racles; and which may determine an honeft Man to 
believe the one to have been done, at the fame Time 
that he is juftifiable in difbelieving, or in not being 
at all folicitous about the other. ; 

Now in Anfwer to this, after obferving that there 
is a general Prejudice, arifing from the Nature of 
the Thing, which makes Men unapt to give into a 
Belief of all Miracles, whether done many Years 
ago, or done in their own Times; and after {pecify- 
ing and replying to the common Topics by — 
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they are attack’d; our Author fays, there may be 
two Cafes put, which will juftly give Credit to the 
Miracles which are attended with them, and will 
juftify our Affent to them, tho’ we refufe it to all 
others. The | bac aieemanil 

Firft is, fuppofe the Perfons who ate'faid to have 
worked Miracles, have by Means of a Propbetic 
Spirit fhewn, that they had fome Intercourfe with 
invifible Beings; imagine that he or they have 
plainly and clearly foretold: Things two, three, 
five hundred, or a thoufand Years, or more, 
before they came to pafs: Suppofe too, that the 
Matters foretold are fo exprefs and clear, (in many 
Cafes at leaft) that the Words of the Prediétion 
muft be racked and tortured much, in order to per- 
vert them to a wrong Meaning. and laftly, fup- 
pofe that there is no Difpute, nor can be any, that 
the Books which contain thefe Prophecies are pub. 
lic, and were fo long before the Events; (the Cafe 
indifputably of the Writings of the Old and New 
Teftament) in this Cafe, the Prophet has a Gift fu- 
perior to other Men, and mutt have his Knowledge 
from fome /uperior Being, who either can govern the 
Actions of free Agents, fo as to bring about Things 
juft as they are foretold ; or elfe he muft know how 
the Perfon who does govern all Things, will act at 
the given Time. If the Prophet is enabled to work 
a Miracle, and this Miracle is recorded by one that 
was an Eye-witnefs, or of Abilities and Integricy,--« 
I fay there is good Reafon for any one, at any Di- 
{tance of Time, to believe that fuch a Miracle was 
worked ; becaufe one muft know, that the Perfon 
who work’d it had fome Intercourfe with fome in- 
vifible Being, who could as well enable him to 
Work it, as he could enable him to Predié {0 Di- 
{tant a Futurity. You'll fay, perhaps, that to 





appeal to Prophecy tor the Credibility of Miracles, is 
appealing to a Thing as hard to be conceived as 
Miracles 
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Miracles themfelves. That a Miracle is a Fa& of 
which the Senfeés are the proper Judges, and that if 
any Perfon does fee fuch a Thing done, it is enough 
to have, and one ought to acquiefce in, fuch Tefti- 
mony. 

It is true, that the Senfes are the proper Judges 
of a Miracle ; and therecan be no greater Evidence 
given than that of Men’s own fenfible Experience. 
—— But this fort of Evidence being only to’be had 
by thofe who are Spectators of the Thing done, 
what Satisfaction can others, who are not prefent 
at the working of the Miracle have ? Our 
Saviour, feventeen hundred Years ago, is faid by 
the Evangeli/ts, to have work’d a great many Mira- 
cles in Proof ofthis Miffion: Two of the Writers of 
his Life and Aéts, were his immediate Attendants, 
and faw the wondrous Works he did. If now we 
are fatishied with their hiftorical Evidence,. or from 
what thefe Eye-witneffes have declared, there’s an 
End of the Enquiry. But, Unbelievers {till doubt ; 
they are not fatisfied with this Teftimony ; they 
fee many Inftances of Miracles, well vouched, and 
yet rejected by adverfe Parties: They fee conftant 
Accounts from Popifh Countries of Cures of all forts, 
done by J/mages, by Reliques ; and yet we all make 
no Scruple to condemn and rejeét fuch Stories as 
Fictions. Why then fhould Affent be given to the 
Accounts of Miracles, related by the Evangeli/fs, 
which were done fo many hundred Years ago? 
Now, 

The Cafe is different, and we ourfelves may /¢e 
the Difference, if we confider the Prophecies which 
occur in the Sacred Writings. Of thefe we are 








competent Judges; we fee and know their Comple- 
tion; and when we fee the Completion, we can fee 
a Power with the Perfon that works the Miracle, 
fufficient to enable him to do it ; and confequently 
have ground to believe the Miracle itfelf to be done. 

Prophecy 
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Prophecy is like a ffanding Miracle, of which 
we ourfelves are certain Judges; and the Appeal 
here lies, not to the Eyes of thofe who lived many 
hundred Years ago, but to our own Faculties. ——- 
Here conjeftural Objections are of no Force, againft 
fo clear and pofitive an Evidence ; nor ought any 
Man to give up what is true, unlefs all Hiftory be 
falfe, for the fake of mere Poffibilities. 

When I fay, unle/s all Hiftory be falfe, 1 do not 
mean what is reported to bethe Motives to, or the 
Springs of Action in Princes or States, or little In- 
cidents which admit of Controverfy; but I mean 
the Events, the well known Faéts, the Revelutions 
in Empires, the Praéices of Chriftians ; Things 
which all agree in. Such are the Prophetic Defcrip- 
tion of a Polity to arife in the Church remarkable 
for its /dolatry and Perfecution ; the Apoffacy which 
was to confift in the Worfhip of Demons,in Abfti- 
nence from Marriage, and from certain Meats, 
which God bath ordained to be received with Tbank/- 
giving; the Continuance of the Fews; the Pope’s 
fubduing jult three Kingdoms, &c. Thefe are fuch 
{tanding Evidences of a fuperior Power with thofe 
who are reported to work Miracles, that one cannot 
difbelieve the Accounts which we have of their 44;- 
vacles, unlefs fome direé and pofitive Proof, and not 
a merely conjectural one, could be produced againtt 
them. . 

Secondly, Another Cafe may be put, which may: 
give great Credit to Records of Miracles done ten, 
twenty, thirty, fixty Years before the Recard was 
publifhed ; and that is this: Suppofe thata Compa- 
ny of Men fhould be enabled to work Miracles, 
from, and by the Perfon, who is reported to have 
worked Miracles fo many Years before: Suppofe 
that they fhould every where, as Occafion or Oppor- 
tunity offered, do the fame, or greater Miracles than 
thofe 
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thofe contained in fuch Records, this would 
argue a great Degree of Probability, or would amount 
to Evidence, that that Perfon who could give fuch 
Power to others, did do the Miracles he is faid to 
do himfelf. 

Now fhould it farther appear, upon the ftricteft 
Examination, that thefe very Men who lived fo 
much Jater than our Saviour, and work’d Miracles 
by a Power derived from dim, had likewife the Gift 
of Prophecy, and did foretel many diftant Things, 
and they came to pafs exactly as they foretold, it 
will be a ftrong Evidence of thefe Men’s Infpira- 
tion, or Intercourfe with fome invifible Being ; and, 
in Courfe, that the Miracles they relate were true, 
or more to be regarded than any others not attend- 
ed with fuch Circumftances. 

Another Queftion to which our Author Anfwers, 
is this, What are the Lying Wonders mentioned in 
the New Teftament, and how may they be diftin- 
guifhed from trae Miracles ? 

To this he fays, that all Miracles, or. Prodigies, 
or by whatever Name they are called, which lead 
Men into a Belief of Falfhoods or Abfurdities, or 
Impieties, or wrong Practices, are properly Miracles 
of a Lye ; and they which are defigned to bear 
Witnefs to Truth, are to be diftinguifhed from 
fuch as bear Witnefs to Falfhood, juft as the Ends 
which are propofed are diftinguifhable. There are cer- 
tain Points fo fixed, that they may be made the fure 
Tefts of whatever any Perfon attempts to do: Not 
indeed of this;——— whether the Perfon does a Mi- 
racle, or whether he is influenced immediately by a 
good or wicked Spirit, or whether he be a mere 
Jugler: But whether the Thing done be a Miracle 
of Falfhoed or of Truth, or which of thofe Ends it 
hasin View. If a Sign ora Miracle led Men to a 
firm Adherence to the one God and Father of. all, 
or to any ftriét Obfervation of his Commands, it 
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was then a Miracle of Truth; if it led to Idolatry in 
any Shape or Degree, it was then a Miracle of Ly- 
ing. So if it leads to Chrift, and a conftant Obe- 
dience to the New Covenant, it is a Miracle of 
Truth; Truth is its End; but if it tends to lead 
Men from Chrift to any Antichrifts, whatever they 
are, or wherever they may appear, it is a Miracle 
of a Lye, or has Falfhood for its End: And what- 
ever has that as its Point in View, or its Object, is 
imputed to Satan and to his Operation, as the Source 
or Fountain of al] Evil ; even though the Thing 
be performed by Men, and by their jugling Tricks 
and Arts, 

After our Author has confidered the Cafe of 
Miracles, and compared thofe of the Gofpel with 
thofe reported by later Writers, he inquires in par. 
ticular what Degree of Credit is to be given to the 
Gofpel Records, fince they contain Accounts of 
Miracles reported to the World fo long after the 
Facts. He fays, 

It muft be granted, that a Record containing an 
Account of Miracles, not publifhed in lefs than 
twenty or thirty Years after the Fact, is in itfelf, 
and independent of other Circumftances, much more 
liable to Sufpicion of Falfhood than one publifhed 
in two or three Years, or in lefs Time, would be. 
— St. Matthew’s Gofpel was wrote about twenty- 
feven or twenty-eight Years after the Death of 
Chrift. St. Fobn did not write his Gofpel, or 
at leaft publifh it, till above fixty Years after the 
Death of Chrift. Now admitting them to be (what 
cannot be difproved) the genuine Authors of the 
Books which bear their Names, what Credibility 
will the Account of the Miracles of our Saviour 
which they relate have ? | 

~ It has been argued, —— St. Matthew fpublifhed 
his Gofpel in the Pjace where our Saviour workéd 
his Miracles, But as to St. Fobn, his Gofpel was 
| | publifhed 
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publifhed not only too many Years after the Fadts, 
but, at Ephefus, too far from the Place where the 
Scene was tranfacted. Sixty Years after a Fact, and - 
fix hundred. Miles from a Place where an extraordi- 
nary Work was done, is enough to make all In- 
quiry ufelefs. Thefe were the only Eye-Witneffes. 
And then as to St. Mark, his Book was wrote at 
Rome, (about two Years after St. Matthew's) two 
thoufand Miles, or thereabouts, from Fudea. And St. 
Luke wrote his ftill a Year later ; and at A/exan- 
dria in Egypt, far enough from the Land where our 
Saviour did his Works. Admitting now, that each 
of the Evangelifts was the real Author of the Book 
whofe Name it bears; yet, may not the Faéts they 
relate, be liable to juft Sufpicion, confidering thefe’ 
Circumftances of their refpective Hiftories. To this 
eur Author replies, | 

Not at all, if the Miracles they relate are attended 
with the Circumftances. above-mentioned. Thefe 
Records contain Predictions of future Events, and 
declare what fhall happen ; not within the Compafs 
of fuch Time as may give ground to imagine, that. 
what is faid arofe from Conjecture, or human Fore- 
fight, but at fuch great Diftances likewife as excludes 
all Objections of that Sort. Where this appears, 
you have a Confirmation of the miraculous Inter- 
pofition ; and they that fee the Event, fee the fame 
kind of Power exerted as was neceflary to produce 
the Fact about which the Doubt was raifed. 

Again ; If the fame kind of Powers continue to 
be openly exerted, and Miracles themfelves were 
done, quite down to the Times when the Records 
of chofe former ones were publifhed, there then could 
be no Doubt of the Powers related to have been 
exerted. Our Saviour worked certain miraculous 
Cures ; his Difciples did the fame, and continued 
openly to do them, for many Years, . What Rea- 
ion.can there be to queftion, whether our —— 
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did them, when his Difciples, iz bis Name, and 
only in bis Name, profefs to do, and aétually do 
the fame. If therefore miraculous Powers are ex- 
erted in the feveral Parts of the World where thefe 
Records are Public, the People who lived zheng had 
Opportunities fufficient of examining into the Faéts 
done: every where amongft them; and thence had 
ground to believe the like Faéts faid to be done by 
our common Mafter ; and we at this Diftance both 
of Time ‘and Place, can fee the Prediétions of our 
Lord and of his Difciples compleated ; and thence 
we conclude.a certain Intercourfe with fome fuperior 
invifible Agent, and from thence the very high Pro- 
babilicy, or rather Certainty of the Faéts them- 
felves. 

Paffing by feveral Things, I will finifh this Ar- 
ticle with our Author’s Anf{wer to this Query, Can 
God himfelf be the Author of a partial Revelation ? 
Or,.. Will a partial Revelation prove that it comes 
from God himfelf, or from fome inferior Being ? 
To this Dr. Sykes replies ; 

Did it neceffarily follow, that a partial Revela- 
tion could not be given confiftent with the Goodne/s 
and Power of God, then indeed it would be true, 
that God is not, or could not be, the Author of a 
partial Revelation ; and if fuch a one was given, 
it muft proceed from fome inferior Being. But 
where is the Inconfiftency with Goodne/i or Power, 
not to grant to every Being the utmoft they are ca- 
pable of receiving ? Or what Necefity is there, 
that if God aéts at all, he muft give all that poffi- 
bly can be received ? In the ordinary Courfe of 
God’s Providence, the Goodnefs or the Power of 
God are not fo difplayed, as to makeall Beings of 
the fame kind equal in all Refpeéts. All Parts of 
the natural World are not fo difpofed, as to make 
all the Earth equally fertile, or equally capable. of 
producing the good Things of Life. I-do not fpeak 
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of Places, which by their Difpofition on the Globe 
are uninhabitable, but of fuch as are well peopled, 
and which by the Temperature of their Clime are 
fir and proper for Inhabitants. Why is there chat 
Difference betwixt the Deferts of Arabia, and the 
fertile Soil of Egyps ? Why are fo many Places in 
ali well-inhabited Countries to be cultivated with in- 
finite Labour, and Sweat, and Expence; whilft others, 
perhaps contiguous, almoft fpontaneoufly produce 
whatever is neceffary for Life ? 
_ This is by no Means an Argument againft God’s 
Providence, but it only ferves to fhew that one may 
as well argue againft Wi/dom and Goodne/s in God; 
from fuch Topicks as thefe, or that thofe Properties 
were not exerted in the making thofe barren Soils; 
and thence to infer that God did not rake them, 
as to argue from the Inequality of Revelation, that 
God himfelf did not make it. : 

But to go on to the moral World, and fee whe- 
ther there is not a great Diftin¢tion amongft Man- 
kind, Have all egual Parts and Abilities, eguat 
Underftanding and Capacities? Why then did not 
abfolute Goodne/s and “Power produce fuch Equa- 
licy? ——— Pethaps it will be faid,———- That the 


manifeft Inequality amongft Men, and all other 


Animals, whenever compared with others of the 
fame Species, proves that they all were not made 
by Gop, but by fome inferior Being, who had 
Power and Goodnefs enough to produce fuch Spe- 
cies of Creatures as he did, but had not Power td 
make all equally Perfect. 
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But neither does tisis by any Means follow ; for’ 


unlefs we could tell, 4 priori, that it is not beft td 
have Things as they are, or that it was not the Will 
of God that they fhould be as they are, we muft 
not prefurne to afirny chat the prefent Scheme is not 
bef, or was not’ agreeable to the Will of God. — 
How can it be proved that it is ndt moft agreeable 
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to the great Ends of Providence ?:— How does it 
appear that the great God might not fee Reafon for 


fuch an nequality in his Creatures, even of thofe of 


the fame Species ? — | 

_ Weare able, by arguing from Effects to Caufes, 
to arrive atthe Exiftence of the firft great Caufe of 
the Univerfe, who made and governs all Things; 
and wherever we are able to trace out any Point, we 
perceive Wifdom, and Skill, and final Caufes, 
which manifeft fuch a Superintendency as cannot be 
owing to Chance, —~ 

_ We know, that God is the great Governor of all, 
to whom all Things are fubfervient, and whofe 
Power no Being can refift. — 

The Government of God is that of Order, and 
not of Confufion: And therefore evil Beings as well 
as good Beings, muft be under the general Laws 
of their State; and not: be at Liberty to perplex 
and confound, terrify and affright, all ‘fuch other 
Agents as are inferior to them, without being ac. 
countable for their Behaviour. But then, | 
- We cannot difcover, by any Light of Reafon, how 
this great Machine is governed ; whether the Infi- 
nite, the Immenfe, the Almighty God, immediately 
direéts and governs all Things Him/eif, or whether 
he does this by other Agents to whom he has come - 
mitted Authority and Power. Here Revelation muft 
be our Guide; and did not that tell us, we might 
be {ure that every Thing muft be tranfacted accord- 
ing to bis Will, and to his Honour and Glory. To 
infer therefore, that a Revelation is not divine, be= 
caufe ic comes from a fubordinate Being, or that 


fuch Being had not Power to make us all equally 


Perfect, becaufe in Fact we are not made ‘fo, is to 
argue Abfurdly, or without the leaft Probability of 
Truth. . 
[tis, I think, abfurd to pretend, that the various 
Species of Beings were called into’Exiftence, merely 
P2 for 
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for the Sake of Variety. I have ro Doubt that in 
the great Wifdom of him that governs all Things, 
a much greater Good may be carried on thereby ; 
but what that Good is, I prefume not to determine. 
When I fee great Wifdom, and great Goodnefs, 
exerted in every Inftance that I am able to compre- 
hend, I cannot but imagine that the fame Wifdom 
and Goodnefs may be difcovered in all other Aéts 
where the fame Being is concerned. If therefore 
there be a Difference in the fame Species of Crea- 
tures ; if one Man is made with greater Parts, Sa- 
gacity, Beauty, Exactnefs of Proportion, to fit him 
for Bufinefs than another; IJ canriot but conceive 
that fome End is to be ferved by this in the Govern- 
ment of Providence, different from what would be 
ferved, if all Things were made equal in all Re- 
fpeéts, And fo it may be in the Cale of Revelation, 
made known at different Times to different People: — 
Some good Ends may be ferved, nay, a greater 
Good may be carried on in this Method, than in any 
other; at leaft, it correfponds exaétly to the Me- 
thod of God’s Providence, in making a great Dif- 
ference at prefent in Creatures of the fame Species: 
If this be called a Partiality, or a Defeéd of Benevo- 
Jence in the one Cafe, fo it will be in the other; and 
both muft be condemned, or both acquitted. 
-. Itmay be faid, that admitting an Inequality among 
Men, yet the Cafes gre not varallel. For; ‘ if 
‘© Things could have been better conftituted they 
“ would. The Difference between the Capacities 
«© and Circumftances of Men refults from the ori- 
<¢ ginal, Frame and Conftitution of Things,---and 
‘© could not be provided againft- without the Intro- 
‘«¢ duction of fome other, equal, or greater Evil.” 
But it is not fo in the Cafe of a partial Revela- 
tion: For, ‘* a more genera) Good would be carri- 
“© ed on by an univerfal Revelation, than is by:a 
*¢ partial one. Whereas, to make the Cafes.exadly 
é¢ parallel, 
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‘© parallel, ic muft be affirmed, that a Revelation 
‘¢ made to all, would be introductive of fome equal 
« or greater Evil, than what refults from its be- 
‘6 ing given, particularly to fame.” | 
Now in this Comparifon it is firft faid, ‘¢ af 
$¢ Things could have been better conftituted they 
<s would,” And again, ‘‘ the Difference of Capa- 
“¢ cities could not be provided againft without the 
* Introduction of fome equal or greater Evil.” How 
does this appear, without fuppofing a Principle which 
will equally refolve the Cafe of a partial Revela- 
tion? Tis afferted, that ‘‘ the Difference of Capaci- 
€¢ cies in Men could not be provided againft without 
‘© the Introduction of fome equal or greater Evil.?” 
Now it plainly implies no Contradiction, or. _Im- 
poffibility in. the Nature of the Thing, to fuppofe 
all Men of equal Parts, Beauty, Strength, Goodnefs. 
Why then were they not made fo? The known 
Wifdom of the Agent, and the vifible Faf¥ to the 
contrary, makes us conclude, that this imperfect 
State, this Inequality of Creatures is deff. For as 
to us and our Conceptions, it will be hard to fay, 
what Evil would arife to Mankind, were all Men 
equally fagacious, benevolent, and good. However, 
from the Wifdom and Power of the great Creator 
of all, we determine in one Cafe, that Things are 
beft as they are ; and confidering the Weaknefs and 
Imperfection of our Judgments, and the very little 
we can trace out of the Ways of him who is Infinite 
in Knowledge and Goodnels, we infer, and that juft- 
ly, that Things could not have been altered without 
the Introduction of fome equal or greater Evil. 
Ought we not to argue. in the fame Manner about 
another of the Ways of Providence, which I like- 
wife do not underftand? and from theWifdom, and 
Goodnefs, and Power of God, compared with a Fa& 
which I have full Evidence of its coming from 
above, oughtI not to conclude, that this Revelation 
hy P 2 could 
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could not have been made to a//j equally, without the 
Introduétion of fome equal or greater Evil ? 

To fay, that we can conceive no Harm that 
would arife from an univerfal Revelation, and can 
conceive an Evil from a partial one, is making 
ourfelves Judges contrary to the Fact; and it willbe 


replied, that we can conceive no Evil from all : 


Men’s being of equal Strength, and equally good 
Conftitutions, and do fee Evil arifing from the De- 
feéts which Men labour under in the prefent Cafe. 
If it be faid, that the Difference between the Capa- 
cities and Circumftances of Men qualifies them to 
attain different Degrees of Happinefs.——It may be 
anfwer’d, that if their Capacities were all equal to 
the beft and greateft, and their Circumftances {fo too, 
they might be equally qualified for the beft and 
greateft Happines. And. then the Queftion will 





always be, why did not the wife and powerful God ° 


order Things fo, that all might equally attain Hap- 
pinefs? The Anfwer to this will account for God’s 
giving a Revelation to fomeand not to others; fup- 
pofing the Exd of Revelation to be, that they 
which have it may attain greater Happine/s, than 
thofe which have it not. 

But greater Happine/s, it is faid, is not the Point, 
«: Ie may be expected, that a divine Revelation 
“© would not be barely to qualify Men for obtaining 
‘< a higher Degree of Happinefs, than otherwife they 
«s are in Danger of not obtaining; but alfo to eb-« 
<* tain Happine/s it/e/f in Oppofition to its Contrary, 
‘«- and to prevent their being greatly and laftingly 
«¢ miferable, which Mifery they are in Danger of 
‘¢ bringing upon themfelves.” From hence it is 
argued, *¢ That if God, out of a tenderRegard for 
<¢ the wéll-being of his Creatures, kindly interpofed 
<¢ for the Relief of fome, that Regard would equally 
& difpofe him to-intérpofe for the Relief of a// in 
«¢ like Circumiftances. t ae ae See 
CUMS tt aw Restores This 
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- This. is the fifth Point our Author propofed to 
examine in the Courfle of this Work, viz. Whe- 
ther God be obliged, fuppofing that he grants a Re- 
velation, to grant it equally to ali Mankind 2 

In order to determine this, he fays, it fhould not 
be taken for granted, that all who have not the 
Benefit of a Revelation, are to be greatly and laft- 
ingly miferable. It is true, that Man is an accountable. 
Creature ; but he cannot be accountable for what he 
never had. He has a Law written in his Heart, by 
which, and for the Breach of which, he may juftly 
be tried ; and his Maker who knows him, and all 
the Circumftances he is in, is the proper Judge of 
his Abilities and Powers; what were the Forces of 
Temptations; what Difficulties he had to ftruggle 
with 5 what Opportunities he had;— and, in fhort, 
what was the true State of his Cafe ; and will not 
condemn any one arbitrarily and unjuftly, —— 

It wili be faid, that there was no Occafion for 
Revelation on this Account, fince God might have 
granted different, or a proportionable Degree of 
Happinefs, without granting any Revelation.. But 
this is fuppofing it unworthy of God, to caufe fuch 
Differences of Circumftances, as might deferve and 
have extraordinary Degrees of Happinefs. God may 
grant indeed his Happinefs as he thinks fit; but if 
he is.pleafed to fuit fuch and fuch Degrees of it to 
{uch as have madea proportionable Advance in Vir- 
tue, he may grant the Means to fuch Advance, — 
He may grant Capacities for Happinefs in the grant 
of Revelation, juft as he grants different Abilities to 
Man, which will be rewarded according to their Im- 
provements. Can any one pretend to fay, what 
Perfection fome Men may have been brought to in 
Confequence of their Faith in Chrift, and their 
careful Endeavour to obey his Will? Or what parti- 
cular Degrees they may attain in the Scale of Hap- 
pinefs, which, without Revelation, they might not 
have attained. P 4 It 








212 The WorxS of the LEARNED. Att. 10. 


Ic may be urged, that if a Revelation be ufeful 
or neceflary, or 2 Kindnefs to one Nation, it mutt 
be alike ufeful or necéffary, or a Kindnefs to all, at 
leaft, to all in like Circumftances ; were it equally 
in any one’s Power to affift feveral as one, it would. 
be an Inftance of Partiality to affift one only, and an 
Indication not of ¢rae Goodnefs, but of fome other 
Motive which excited to Action. Now 

Admit, that a Revelation is a Kindne/s wherever 
it is granted, and is alike fo to all in like Circum- 
{tances ; when this Rule comes to be applied to par- 
ticular Inftances, we are as much ata Lofs as if we 
had no fuch Rule. For we do not know that Reve- 
lation was not given to all that were in dike Circum- 
ftances: Nor is any mortal Man a competent Judge, 
who are, or who are not, as to this, in like Circum- 
ftances, Nor is it right to fuppofe, that a// Mankind 
are in tke Circumftancés, and thence. to argue a- 
gainft the Conduct of God. The Argument fhould 
be (if any Thing can be concluded from this way 
of Reafoning) ftated thus,— like Kindnefs does at 
appear to be fhewn. to all Mankind by him who is 
all-wife, powerful, and good; therefore they are not 
all in like Circumftances— 

— We feea plain Fa, which runs thro’ all that we 
know, whether it be the Natural, the Animal, of 
the Moral World. There are in them all Differen- 
ces in Creaturesof the fame Species. -—-Say that thefé 
Differences arofe from the Wii of God or his sm- 
mediate AG, or fay that they arofe from the Act of 
an inferiour invifible Agent, acting according to the 
Will of God, the Fact itfelf cannot be denied. 
The Wifdom and the Goodnefs of God is not pre- 
tefided to be affected by this: But if” we move 2 
Step farther, and talk of Revelation given to fome 
and not to others, then ——this is Partiality and 
Injuftice. Latk, why ts it not Partiality and Injuftice 
| Poa, in 
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in the ordinaty Courfe of Things, as much as it is 
in the extraordinary : | | | 

It will be faid, «* That God does Good for Good- 
s¢ nefs Sake ; and that therefore he will difpenfe his 
« Favours alike ta all, who are alike the Objects of 
ss his Goodhefs.” But, does it follow from the 
known’ Goodne/s of God, that all the pofible Good 
that God himfelf cam do to any or alhhis Creatures, 
muft bé done by him? ———Or that he muft difpenfe 
his Favonrs to all, who are alike Objects of his 
Goodnefs, at one and the fame Time ? Or cannot 
Favour be fhewn to one, until it is fhewn to ano- 
ther? — It is true, that God does Good for Goodnefs 
Sake: But yet his Goodnefs is always determined by 
his Wifdom, and he does every Thing for wife Ends. 
Now, fappofé that God may defign that his Crease 
tares fhould go on towards Perfection; —— that 
they fhall have all proper Opportunities im their 
Time, if they rejéct not the Council of God againft 
themfelves, of bécoriiing the Objeéts of God’s — 
GoodnefS ; = How can it be known that this is 
not, or may not be the Cafe of Man; or that he 
may not bé ddvancing higher and higher towards 
the all-perfeét Being, tho” never able to come up to 
abfoluce Perfection ?» What if thofe who have great 
Light and Knowledge communicated to them, ad- 
vance a Step in this Scale higher and fearer- than 
others do? And what if others fucceed'them as Op- 
portunitiés offer? And is it of much Confequence, 
whether this Opportunity be offer’d to all at once 3 
or whethet thé Progrefs thay bé kept up by fuc- 
ceffive Opportunities granted Ks 

We do not ktiow the great Defigns of Provi- 
dence ; and therefore if any poffible Scheme can be 
conceived confiftent with Wi/dom and Goodne/s, it 
may juftly be offered, becaufe we know that God is 
a wife, and powerful, and good Being, and always 
acts according to the Rulesof Right, —— : 
dh — . f 
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It may be objected, that if we are fo ignorant of 
ac: Schemes of ‘God, as not to be able to form a 
udgment about the. Good or Evil of them, then 
the. moft barbarous and burthenfome. Inftitutions. 
may be from God, ‘+ For even thefe in their remote 
«¢ and /éecret Confequences may be for the Good of 
«« Mankind ; and were a Miracle, or a Number of 
¢ Miraclesto be worked in behalf of {uch an Initi- 
¢ tution, an Oppofer might be anfwered, that as 
‘© extraordinary Evidence ‘was given in Behalf of 
¢ fuch an Inftitution, it ought to be admitted, shough, 
¢. we perceive no Good arifing from it. | 
But'let it be obferved, | 
1. That a Revelation is not bad: in iz/éeif; nor is 
it to be charged with the Abufes that a free Agent 
nay make of it, more than Rea/on. is to be loaded 
with the Evils which a perverfe Being of Intelli- 
gence may make of that. 

2. Fam perfuaded, that no Inftance can be. pro- 
duced, of- any revealed Infticution, the good End of. 
which is not to be feen; for a Revelation is not to 

charged with Confequences which ignorant, or 
olith, or wicked Men may object, but only with 
ich as naturally arife from itfelf, 

“3. Suppofing an Inftitution which, is now deemed, 

o be burdenfome ; it is poffible, that what at other 
‘Limes, and other Places, and in other Circumftances, 

nay feem fo, might not have been fo at the given 
Tine, nor be in given Circumftances irrational. If. 
we at this Diftance can difcover the Remains of a 
beautiful Fabrick, over which much Rubbifh has 

een caft, we-fhould not call the Fadrick itfelf de- 
armed and ill contrived, which in Truth deferved 
and had that Appellation only from the Rubbith 
which concealed its Excellency. ; 





4. It is not therefore enough for any one to take 
Notice of fome Evils, Corruptions, Abufes, openly 
avowed and maintained by fuch as lay Claim to Re- 

| — oO 
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velation ; or to argue, from fuch Notions or ‘Per- 
verfions, that therefore fuch or fuch Revelation 
‘could not come from God, becaufe he muft’and 
did forefee the perverfe Ufe that would be made of 
jt. But Revelation fhould be confidered as it is in 
itfelf ; all prevailing Opinions, all received Inter- 
pretations fhould be difcarded; and Men fhould 
come to it juft as they do to any other Books: They 
fhould confider the natural vifible Ufe of it among the 
Perfons, and at the Times, to whom, and in which, 
it was given: If any thing was peculiar to one 
‘Age, that ought not to be fuppofed as neceffary 
for all; and from hence the true Eftimate of its 
Good or Evil is to be made, and not from other 
Perfons and other Times, for which it was not de- 
figned.. _ | | : 

5. When a Revelation is given to the World, 
great Care fhould be taken not to comprehend under 
that Word what is not Revelation; for it is eafily 
poffible to be led into very great Miftakes, by 4 
carelefs or inaccurate Manner of Expreffion upon 
fuch Subjects. | | 

6. It may be affirmed, that if a Revelation in 
its natural Confequences brings an apparent Good, 
it ought to be admitted ; that we make ourfelves 
too often very incompetent Judges of the Good that 
may be done in, and by a Thing of this Nature ; 
that we are not’ to argue againft what may fo be 
perverted, as to produce Evil amongft carelefs 
and ignorant Men; but we ought to reafon from 
the Nature and Intent of the Revelation itfelf, and 
fee whether it will not produce much Good if it be 
followed, or whether it tends to promote Evil, un- 
lefs it be abufed. ce 

Our Author prays, at the Clofe of this Treatife, 
‘© That what he.has therein offered for the promo- 
*¢ ting God’s Glory may be effectual to that Pur- 
‘* pofe, if what is faid bezrue: If not, that-he are 

a ‘© raife 
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s¢ raife up fome abler Hand, to do Juftice to a 
<¢ Caufe which ought to be fupported by nothing 
¢ but Truth, and which has been confounded by 
¢¢ fo many wicked Frauds, that it has puzzled ma- 
<¢ ny an honeft Man to diftinguifh between what he 
* ought to believe, and what to refufe his A fient to.” 


a“ 





ARTICLE XI. 


The Rute or Lire: In Sek Sentences, 

collected from the greateft Authors, ancient 
and modern: London, printed, and fold 
by Stephen Auften, a¢ the Angel and Bible, 
ond J. Hinton, at the King’s-Arms, both in 
St. Paul’s Church-yard, 1742. Duodecimo. 
Pages 335. ' 


FEOHE Compiler of this Volume tells the Lord 
= Perceval, to whom it is infcribed, that his 
chief Defign in it is to lay before the Reader, in 
fome fort of Syftem, and in a little Compafs, fuch 
Rules for the moral and prudential Conduét of Life, 
as lie difperfed in the voluminous Writers of paft 
Ages as well as the prefent. 

He profeffes his Endeavour has been to follow 

Nature, and keep clofe to Truth. What feemed 
to be abftrufe, is made clear; and what prolix, 
contracted in as few Words as poffible, not to lofe 
their Strength and Beauty. 
_. The whole is a Pidture of Human Life, wherein 
the Paffons, Follies, and Fotbles of Mankind are 
delineated in their proper Colours: Virtue is fet forth 
in the moft amiable;Light, and Vice expofed in its 
natural Deformity. _ 

To make the Reading of thefe fiposes the 
more agreeable, the greateft Part is digefted under 

proper 
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proper Heads: The reft are Mifcelianeous + Every 
Page containing fuch Variety of ufeful Reflections, 
as to yield at once both Profit and Pleafure. «| 

The Topics to which- thefe Maxims relate are 
thefe, in the Order here named, viz. Education, 
Genius, Precept, and Example ; Cuftom; Novelty: 
and Opinion; Law, Juftice, Injury, and * Spice 
fion ; Temperance, Prudence, and Fortitude; Anger 
and Revenge; Ambition, Avarice, Pride, and‘Pro- 
digality; Envy and Detraétion; Hope, Fea, 
Anxiety, and Diftruft; the Governtnent -of the 
Paffions; Vanity, Folly, and Affectation; Hu- 
man Learning, its Ufe and Infufficiency; Profpe- 
rity and Adverfity; Contentment and Humility ; 
Friendfhip, Company, Converfation, and Deport- 
ment; the generous Mind; Benefits, Gratitude, and 
Ingratitude ; Honours and great Perfons; Merit 
and Reputation; Praife and Flattery ; Wealth, 
Luxury, and the Purfuit of Pleafures; ‘Woitien, 
Love, and Marriage ; Truth, Error, and Diffimuz 
lation; Mifcellanies; Counfels; Time, Bufttiels, 
and Recreation ; Retirement, and the private Life: 
Scepticifin and Infidelity; Reflections, Moral and 
Divine ; Death and Eternity. 
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ARTICLE Xi. 
70 AN TAYLOR, Lis. D. and Fellow of 
J St. Fobn’s College, Cambridge, has juft pub- 
\ifhed a Difcourfe which he pronounced at his tak= 
ing the Degree aforementioned +. It is entitled 
CoMMENTARIUs ad L, DecEMVIRALEM @e in- 
ope debitore in partis diffecando. ‘This, with four 
+ In Scholis Juridicis Cantab -igiz, Janii XXII. 1741. reci- 


tavit, cam pro Gradu folenniter re(ponderet: 


Other 
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other curious Traéts, done by very learned Hands, 
and now firft printed, make a Volume in 9uarto, 
of 72 Pages, befides a Dedication and Preface. The 
additional Pieces are thefe : 


Note ad MArMor BospHoraAnumM Jovi Vyig 
Sacrum. - ool 7 

Differtatio de Voce Yonawe. | 
 Explicatio INscR1PTIONIs in antigua Marmore 
Oxon. | we 

“De Histroricis ANGLICANIS Commentatio. 

Dr. Taylor has in his Oration rectified a Miftake, 
hat long and generally prevail’d, concerning the 
Meee of the Law in Queftion, It was fup- 
pofed to enjoin the cutting, an infolvent. Debtor in- 
to Pieces, and dividing him amongft his Creditors : 
An Inftitution monftroufly. inhuman, and deferving 
of the utmoft Odium,, if it had been as ufually 
Imagin’d. But our Author has render’d it very 

robable, that there was no fuch Law at all a- 

ong the ancient Romans, and that the Notion of 
it arofe from a Miftake of the original Statute ; or 
that if ic were ever enacted, it was not put into 
Execution ; or at leaft was quickly chang’d into a 
milder and more equitable Practice ; viz. a Dif- 
tribution of the Subftance or Effeéts of the Debtor, 
inftead of his Carcafe ; or the Price-of him, if fold 
fora Slaveo at 

The fecond of the additional Pieces, is an Anfwer 
to fome Queries of an Oxford Gentleman, concern- 
ing the Date of a Perfic M S. of.the four Gofpels, 
{enc frony J/paban, {aid to be written, YONANE 1504, 
and Hegira 589. . . 
~ The Perfon who fent the M S. could not learn the 
Meaning of Youane, but, being of Opinion it was 
no Epocha, inquires, 
~ 4g. What doth the Word.mean ? 

. ; | 2, Can 
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2. Can it be fuppofed.to be any Epocha? 
, 3. Will the 1504th Year of any fuch: fuppofed 
Epocha concur with Hegira 589. ys 
_ Tothefe Demands it.is replied: Yonagne 50h, 


doth plainly denote the Year of an Epocha. fo tal- 
led, correfponding with Hegira 589, (or A: ©. 


1193) and it feems to mean the Greek Year,.;ac- 
cording ‘to the Aéra of the Seleucide, which 7Era 


began in the Year before Chrift, 312; and hath bee 


ever fince ufed over all the Eaf. For Yonane, of 
Founan, is the Name by which the Eaftern Nation’ 
called the People of the Greek Empire under th 

Succeffors of Alexander. ,Founan from. the ,.old 
Name Jones, .who, according to an ancient Tra- 
dition, were defcended from Fon, or ‘Javan; the 

Son of Fapbet.——And this will be put. out ‘of 
Doubt, if the r504th Year of the Seleucide doth 
appear to concur with Hegira 589 in A.C. 114%: 
That Year, it muft be own’d, (reckoning from the 
gaa before Chrift, when the Era Seleucidarhih 
began) feems to fall a Year fhort, on A.C. 1192: 

and fo not to be coincident with Hegira 586. Bit 
this Difficulty arifes only from the different Begig= 
nings of the three Years in queftion, and will eafi- 
ly be cleared by an exact State of them. The Falizh 
(spy is the Chriftian) Year.commenceth on thé 
irft of Fanuary, and the Seleucidan begins on the Git 
of Oétober , but the Mabgmetan is every Year varying 

by an Anticipation of eleven Days, {6 ag in abou 

33 Years to be retroverfed thro’ the whole Fulish 
Year; ‘ all therefore to be done in this Cafe, is td 
‘¢ fhew, that the two laft did in good Part cqncir 
‘in the fame Julian or Chriftian Year. Now 
“© the 1504th Year of the Seleycide (or Yonane.) be- 





‘‘ gan on Odfober, the firft A.C, 1192, and rhe 
‘© 58oth of the Hegira beganjon January 6rh fol- 
* lowing, A.C. 11933 fo that they were concir- 
“‘ rent very near nine Months, from Fan. 6 1B 
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 O@.1, in A.C. 1193. The MS, therefore be- 
«< ing dated Youane 1504, and Hegira 589, mutt 
4 be written fometime within the Compafs of ‘thefe 
¢¢ nine Months.” | 

The’ Direétions for ftydying the Engh Hiftor 
and Antiquities, which make up the laft Difcourle 
in the Colleétion now before us, regard.our Nation 
under the Dominion of the Britons, Romans, Saxons, 
and Normans. 

For the Hiftory of the Britons, our anonymous 
Author recommends thefe, or fome of thefe, to be 
confulted. 1. Galfridus Monemuthenfis, de origine 
€F geftis Brittanorum. 2. Rich. Vitus Bafing fto- 
chius (Rithard White of -Bafingftoke.) He wrote 
the Brisifo Hiftory from the firft Planting of this 
Nation to Brute, and fo on to Conftantius and Cad- 
wallader, in nine Books. 3. Fobannes Prifeus his 
Defenfio Hiflorie Brittanie. 4. Humfridus Lhuyd 
his Commentarioi Defcriptionis Brittania fra menta, 
and his Jnfule Mone Defcriptio at the End of 
Prifeus’s Book. 5. Ponticus Verumnius, Brittan- 
wie Hiftorie Libri 6. It is an Epitome of Gal- 
fridus Monemuthenfiss firft fix Books, corrected. 
6. Georgii Lillii Chronicon Regum Anglorum trom 
Brute to Henry VAI. a Book much and defervedly 
commended: The firft Part of it relates to this Pe- 
tiod of Time. 7. Henry Lhoyd’s Hiftory of Cam- 
brig, enlarged by David Powel. 

' Concerning this Period of Time, and the Britif 

Story, our Author farther obferves, That that 

Book, which goes under the Name of Galfridus 
Monemuthenfis 1s not originally his, but only a Tran- 

flation ef an ancient Britifh MS. which he had 
of Gualter, Archdeacon of Oxenford ; and that for 
the main it-is a real and true Story, though mix’d 
with divers Miftakes and Extravagancies, of which 
moft old Eiftorians are guilty. Monemuthen/fis con- 
tinues his Story to Cadwallader s and for a Con- 
. tinuation 
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tinuation of it we may read Hiftoriam Britannum 
Britannice fcriptam, by Caradoc Lhancaruan, about 
500 Years ago, and tranflated into Englifh, with 
an Addition of confiderable Notes, by Henry Lhoyd 
and David Powel, where we have a Continuation 
of the Wei/e Story, from Cadwallader to Fames the 
firft’s Time. , Z 

The Knowledge of the Britifb Story, our Author 
notes, will be in divers Things beneficial to a 
Gentleman and a Scholar, a 

1. It will furnifh fuch. a one with Matter of. in- 
genious Difcourfe ; feeing it cannot but be a com- 
mendable Accomplifhment for a: Gentleman to be 
able to give an Account of the firft known Inhabi- 


tants of this Ifland : There being fuch fignal Men- 


tion of the Briztifh Princes and Nobility, famous for 
their Courage and Fortitude, in the beft Roman 
Authors, ~ 

2. It will be a good Help to the Underftanding 
of many Names of Perfons, and Places, and Cities, 
and Rivers, €fc. in our Country. . 

3. Nor will it be altogether unufeful, as to the 
Bufinefs of Laws. For Geoffry Monmouth tells us, 
that Dunwallo Malmutinus, one of the Britifh 
Kings, was a famous Lawgiver, and reckons up 
fome of his Laws de Fure Afyli, which were col-. 
lected afterwards by Gildey, and were in Force a+ 
mongft the Englifh after Waidry, and were famous 
both amongft the Wel/b and Englifb, by the Name 
of Leges Malmutine. The Writer of a Book cal- 
led The Doétor and Student * fays, that general 
Cuftoms ufed of old through all the Realm, are 
properly the Common Law of England ; and For- 
tefcue, who was Chief Juftice and Chancellor of 


* This was Chriflopherus de S. Germano, Chriftopher St. Ger- 
man, a Lawyer of a noble Family, and of the Jener-Temple in 
Henry VIII's Time, who died Sept. 28. 1539. and was buried 
in Templo §. Blphegi near Cripplegate. 

Q 


England, 
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England, under Henry V1. tells us, thefe Cuftoms, or 
Common Laws of England, were the fame under 
the ancient Britains that they are now. But our 
Author is not of this Opinion. ‘* For though fome 
‘«< of the Britifo Cuftoms and Laws may be pof- 
‘s fibly yet continued, yet certainly very few, and 
‘© with much Mixture, fuffering many Limitations, 
<¢ ReftriGtions, Additions, and Alterations, under 
‘© feveral Powers in feveral Ages.” 

1. For it is certain that the Romans, while they 
governed here, ruled by their own Laws, both 
facred and civil. 

2. The Saxons after them, introduced their pe- 
-culiar Inftitutions, different enough from thofe of 
the Romans, or ours now, as is evident by the Col- 
lections of them in Lambert, and others. 

3. While England was an Heptarchy under fo 
many Kings, as ’tis wot likely thofe feveral Kings 
had the fame Comrion Law, fo it is certain. they 
had not; for our riflorians every-where take No- 
tice of three maft eminent Sorts of Law in Enge 
land, viz. the Danifh Law (Dane-lage) the Mer- 
cian Law (Mercen-lage) and the Weft-Saxon Law 
(Weft-Saxon-lage.) It is certain, that till Edward 
the Confeffor’s Time, A.C. 1043, there were fe- 
veral Laws, and feveral: Adminiftrations of Juftice. 
He had (not enduring that one Monarchy fhould 
‘be governed with fuch Diverfity or Confufion of 
Laws) revifed the ancient Englifb Laws, efpecially 
thofe three moft famous abovementioned 3 and took 
fuch as ‘he liked, and added others, dnd fo made 
one Common Law to his whole Kingdom. 

But farther, a Knowledge of the Britifh and 
Saxon Hiftories may be of great Help to Lawyers, 
in giving them a better Underftanding of our Laws, 
and the Reafons of them, than they can have with- 
out it. Of this our Author gives the enfuing In- 
ftance, Wehave a Tenure in England yet (or ~ 
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ly had). in Kent, though now much worn out, which 
we call Gavel-kind. According to. which, a Man’s 
Land was equally divided at his Death among all his 
Sons, or the Land of a Brother at his Death equally 
divided among all his Brethren, if he had no Ifiue 
ef hisown, As tothe Reality of fuch a Cuftom, 
no-body has any doubt of it; but if we enquire 
why it was called Gavel-kind, that He is not 
fo eafily determined. Our Author fuppofes it to 
be of a Saxon Original ; and he refutes Mr. Silas 
Taylor's Notion of its being Britifp. 

To prove it not to be a Saxon Tenure, it has 
been urged, that the Saxon Kings did not divide their 
Kingdoms equally totheir Sons. It is granted ; and 
yet this is no Prejudice tothe Being of Gavel-kind 
among the Saxons. ‘* For an Inheritance liable to 
“© Gavel-kind muft be Hereditas feudalis, not rega- 
<¢ jis, not an imperial but feudal Inb-ritance : In 
“© which, after the Death of the Father, the equal 
< Divifion of the Inheritance amongit his Sons was 
“ not aéfus voluntarius, but ex vi legis neceffarius ; 
«© each Son might de jure cemand an equal Share in 
¢¢ his Father’s Inheritance, and have it by Law, it 
“© beig his juft Right. But if any Kings, Britib 
< or Saxon, divided their Kingdoms equally amongft 
¢€ their Sons, this was aétus voluntarius, non ex lege 
“© neceffarius... So that in cafe the King did fo di- 
«© vide his Kingdom equally amongft his Sons ; 
‘¢ then they might enjoy thofe Shares ex dominio &F 
“© beneplacito Patris. This was all the Plea they 
«© had to fuch Portions ; for if he had given all to 
“© one, the reft muft be content, and could not, nor 
«¢ ever did demand an equal Share ex debito ju/- 
‘¢ titie@ 3 which yet they might that were Heirs in 
¢ Gavel-kind.” | 

For the fecond Interval or Period of Time, while 
the Roman Power prevailed here, which was lefs or 

2 more 
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more fcr the Space of 509 Years, thefe Hiftorians 
may be confulted. 

1. Dr. Prideaux his Compendious Iutroduétion to 
the Reading of Hiffories, from Page 279, to Page 
290. 

a Cambden’s Britannia in his introduétory Pre- 
face de Romanis in Britannia, Page 34. Edit, Lond. 
1594. 

The Roman Hiftorians, fuch as Cefar’s Com- 
mentaries, 4th, 5th, 6th Books : Tacitus in Vita A- 
gricole,; and the Scriptores Hiflorie Auguste in 
the Lives of the Emperors, from Fulius Ce- 
far to Valentinian, where we may find what was 
done in England by the Romans, either by the Em- 
perors in Perfon, or by their Deputies or Lieutenants. 
If with thefe we join Antonini Itinerarium Provin- 
ciarum, in his ter Britanniarum a Geffariaco, &c, 
we fhall fee the old Roman Names of the chief Ci- 
ties and Forts in Britain, and the Diftances between 
them ; and if tothis be added, the Norttia Imperii Oc- 
cidentalis, where he defcribes the Prafeétus Pretorio 
Galliarum, and Pancirola’s Notes, we fhall find 
that Britain was one of the Dioce/fes Imperii, that it 
was divided into five Provinces, what thofe Pro- 
vinces were, and what Officers belong’d to each of 
them. 

4. Flores Hiftoriarum per Math. Westmonafteri- 
enfem, @ Cap. 26. statis 5. p. 36 ad p. 81. fe 
guenlem. 

6. Chronicon Georgii Lilit, fo far as it concerns 
this Period. a 

6. Rich. Vitus Bafingftochius, Hiftoriarum Lib, 
The Notes to each Book are of great Service. 

To thefe we may join Bede's Hiftory, Speea’s 
Hiftory of England; and Fox’s Martyrology, fo far 
as each of them {peaks of this Period. 

The third Period ef Time is that of the Saxon 
Government here, which contains about 617 Years, 

including 
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including therein the Danifh, for that little Time 
they tyranniz’d in this Land. The Hiftorians for 
this Period are. a 

1. Cambden’s Britannia in the Beginning of it, in 
his Defcription of England under the Saxons and 
Danes. Wo 

2. Dr. Prideaux his Introduction to Hiftories, 
from p. 290 tO p. 313. 

3. Seldeni Analeéta Anglo-Britannica, fo far as 
he handles the Saxon Antiquities, which he deduces 
to the Conqueror’s Time. 

4. Bede Hiftoria Gentis Anglorum, fo far as he 
goes; for he died A.C. 734, who was a Saxon 
himfelf, and hath many confiderable Truths con- 
= the facred and civil State of the Saxons 

ere, | 

5. Gulielmus Malmesburien/fis, (the beft and moft 
judicious Hiftorian for this Period) who begins his 
Hiftory sno 449, at the coming in of the Saxons, 
and continues it in five Books, ad annum Cbrifti 
1116, the 16th of Henry I. 

6. Hen. Huntingdonenfis Hiftoriarum, Lib. 2, 33 4, 
5, 6. 
7. Rogeri de Hoveden Annales, which begin where 
Bede left, at the Year 732, and continue his 
Story ad annum 1202. 

8. Chronicon Ethelward ; it is a fhort Chronicle 
of the Saxon Times till King Edgar. 

9. Flores Hiftoriarum, by Math. Weftmonafteri- 
enfis, ab anno 449, p. 81, ad annum 1066. 

10. Florentius Wigornienfis his Chronicon ex Chro- 
nicis ab origine Mundi ad annum 2228. What con- 
cerns our Purpofe ‘is from Page 142. | 

11. Afferius Menivenfis de reus gehis Alfred 
Magni, an excellent little Piece. | 

12. Simeon Dunelmenfis de regibus Anglorum, Du- 
corum, &c. He begins his Story anno 616, and 
continues it to 1129. | 

Q3 13, Ge- 


- 
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13. Geneologia Kegum Anglorum, per Aldredum 


Abbatem Rievelenfim, trom Etbelwolfe,..Father. of 
King / fred, and fo onto the Conqueror, and par- 
ticularly the Life of Edward the Confeffor, 

14. Abbreviationes Chronicoum, by Radulphus de 
Diceto. He begins uno Dum. 589. sf 

15. Chronicon Fohannis Brompton Abbatis For- 
nalenfis. He begins his Chronicle at,588, and con- 
tinues it'to the Year1rg8. 

36. Chronicon Hen. Canonics.Leycefirenfis, de 
eventibus Anglie a tempore Regis Edgari, 8c. 

Concerning this' Interval of Time, while .the 
Saxons ruled here, among other Things, our Author 
obferves, 

1, That altho’ we commonly call them Saxons who 
came in with Hengifi, yet they were three diftin@ 
People ; 1. Saxons ; 2. Jntes; 3. Angles, who came 
out of the South Part of the Cherfonefus Cimbrica, 
or Denmark, out of the Dukedom of Hol/fein, as we 
now. call it. Of rhefe laft our Country had the 
Name of Anglia, and our Language of Anglih, or 
Englifh. © ) 

2. Thofe old Books writ in Englifh before the 
Conqueft, we nowcommonly cal] Saxon, tho’ Englifh 
they called it then, and was for Subftance the fame 
with our Language now, fave what Alterations have 
crept in by Time, and Mixture of the Normin 
French ; For our Monofyllables are now generaily 
the fame they were then (of which fort of Words 
the Saxon or Old Englifh did much confift); but the 
Trifyllables and Tetrafyllables now in our Tongue, 
at leaft very many of them, we have from the 
French immediately, and they fromthe Latin ; as 
in Petition, Humility, Supplication, Fortitude, and 
the like. 

. 3. That the Reafons of the Names of moft Ci- 
ties, Towns, Rivers, fc. in this Kingdom, are Sax- 
on; and fo are many of our Law-Terms, 
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The fourth and laft Interval of Time, in relation 


to the Hiftory of this Nation, is the Time fince the 


Normans reigned ‘here, which contains near’ 700 
Years. Now, for the better underftanding the Story 
of this Period, thefe Authors may be confulted : 

1. Cambden’s Britannia, where he treats therein 
of the Normans. 

2. Dr. Prideaux’s Introduétion to the Reading of 
Hiffories, from the 313th to che 343d Page. Edit. 
1650. 

4 Math. Pars. This Author, for Truth and 
Judgment, is juftly reputed one of the beft Hifto- 
rians. | 

4. Eadmeri Hiforia Novorum, with Mr, Selden’s 
learned Notes. 

5. Gulielmus Malmefburienfis, beginning at the 
third Book, in which, and the two following, he 
writes the Lives of the three Norman Kings to the 
16th Year of Hen. I. A. D. 11163 and then: his 
Hiftorie Novelle continue the Story. from the 20th 
Year of Hen. 1, to the 8th of King Stephen, A.D. 
1143. 

é. Hen. Huntingdonenfis, in his three laft Books, 
hath the Hiftories of the three Norman Kings, and 
King Stephen; and continues the Story a little far- 
ther than Will. of Malmefbury, Scil. ad annum 1153. 

7. Gul. Neuburgenfis (not Neubrigenfis) begins 
his Story at the Death of Hen.I. and continues it 
ad Annum 1197. 

8. Atier him Rogerus. Hovedenus Annalium parte 
priore, pag. 257, fc. brings down the Normen-Hit- 
cory from Wilisam the Conqueror to the 4th Year of 
K. Fobu, A. C. 1202. 

9. Thomas Walfingham, fantti Albani Monachus, 
begins with Edward the firft, and continues his Hif- . 
tory till the Deathof Hen. V. A.C. 1422. 

10. Flores Hiftoriarum per Math. Weftmonafieri- 
enfem ; he begins the Norman Hiftory, Jib. 2. pag. 
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226, and continues it from the Conqueft to the 


Death of Edw. I. Anno 1307. ) 

11, Simeon Dunelmenfis in his Hiftory de Geffis 
Regum Anglorum hath the Lives.of the three Wor- 
man Kings ; he begins with William the Conqueror, 
p4g. 97, and continues it, ad annum, 1129. — 

12. John Haguftaldenfis, Prior of Hexam in Nore 
tbumberland, continucs the. Hiftory of. Simeon. Du- 
nelmenfis, ad annum Chrifti, 1154. ) 

13. Richardus Prior Haguftalaenfis hath a.parti- 
cular Story, which he calls Hifforia de Geftis Regis 
Stephani &F Bello Standardii. . - 

34. Abreviationes Chronicorum per Radulpbum 
de Diceto ; in him we have the Life of Wiliam 
the Conqueror, pag. 480. This tame Author hath 
a Book. which he infcribes ¢magines Hiftoriarum, 
beginning Anno 1148, and continues it to the Year 
3200. 

15. Chronicon Fob. Brompton, pag. 96, begins 
with the Conqueror, and continues his Story till the 
Death of Richard I. A. C. 1199. 

16. Chronicon Gervafii Dorobernenfis de tempore 
Stephani, Hen. Il. &f Ric. I. ab Anno 1122, ad an- 
BUM 1199. 

17. Chronica Hen. Knighton, Canonici Leycefiren- 
fis, in quibus lib. 2. &F fequentibus Vitas &f Res gef- 
tas Regum Anglie a Gul. Conqueftore ad Rich. XI. 
defcribit, Sci. ad. annum 1395. 

18. Depofitio Regis Rich. \\. Parl. Weftmonafte- 
vii habito Anno 1 Hen. \V. inter Hiftorie Anglica- 
ne Scriptores decem a Corn. Bec editos, Lond. 1650. 


pag. 2743. It is the moft compleat and authentic - 


Narrative of that Tranfaction that is extant. 

19. Vita et Mors Edwardi ll. per Thomam de la 
Moore, Equitem Auratum, et ditti Regis Famulum 
domefticum. 

20. Polydorus Virgilius Scripfit Hifforiam Angli- 


cauam, lib. 26. He may be confulted for the Lives 
o 
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of Edward IV. and Edward V. but he muft not 
be trufted too much. : 

21. Rerum Anglicarum Henerico VII. Edwardo 
VI. et Maria regnantibus Annales, by Dr. Godwyn, 
Bithop of Hereford: It is handfomly and judici- 
oufly done, 

Thus much for the Latin Hiftorians of this Pe 
riod: For the Enxgiifh there are very many, among 
all which our Author prefers ohn Speed; he {peaks 
but contemptuoufly of Stow and How. Herecom- 
mends, as Pieces excellently well writ: The three 
Norman Kings, by Sir ohn Hayward. Henry Ill. 
by Sir Robert Cotton. Henry1V. by Sir Fobs 
Hayward. Edward IV. by Habbington. 
Richard lll. by Bucke; and efpecially by Sir To- 
mas Moore. Henry Vil. by my Lard Bacon. 
Henry Vill, by my Lord Herbert. Edward 
VI. by Sir Fobn Hayward. QQ Elizabeth, by 
Cambden. | 

Befides the forenamed, which. are all in Print, 
there are many valuable Pieces of our Story in 
MS, the choiceft Collection of which is in Sir 
Robert Cotton’s Library in Weftminfter. * : 

He that would perfectly underftand our Englifs 
Hiftories, muft of Neceffity be acquainted with 
thofe of the Normans. Now for the Norman Hif- 
tory, befides what occurs of them in our Hiftorians 
above {pecified, we have an excellent Colle&tion of 
about Twenty feveral Chronicles and Writers of that 
Subje&t, in one Volume: Hiforie Normannorum 
Screprores antiqui, Sec. Edit. ab Andrea Duchefino 
Turonenfi. Lutetia, Parit, 1619. Fol. This 
Book is indeed a little Library, and he who hath it 
1s well furnifhed with Authors to underftand the Nor- 
man Story, {0 far as it relates to us in England, 





* Our Author wrote this Tract in 1656 ; fince which Time, 
even very lately, the noble and ineftimable Colleétion he {peaks 
of has been confiderably diminifhed by a moft deplorable Fire. 


With 
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With our Hiftorians, it will be right to join the 
Works of our ancient Lawyers, fuch as Braéon, 
Briton, Glanvil, Fleta, Forte/cue, Hengham mag- 
na et Hengham parva: The Knowledge of which 
will much conduce to the Knowledge of ‘the’ Hifto- 
ry of thofe Times; and, Vice verfa, the Hiftories 
of thofe Times to underftand them. We fhall by 
them fee what Alterations, not only Courts of Juf- 
tice, and Forms of Procefs in them,. but even the 
Laws themicives have. fuffer’d in a Courfe of Ages, 

Another Book in which every Lawyer and Gen- 
tleman fhould be well verfed, is Selden’s Titles of 
Honour, in which are many excellent Things of 
Law, particularly about that grand Queftion of the 
Original Nature and'Conftitution of Parliaments ; 
of the Nature of the Baronage of England, whe- 
ther by. the Courtefy of England, as all the Sons 
of Dukes and Marqueffes, and eldeft Sons of Earls, 
were Lords, and focalled, tho’ they had no Voice 
in Parliament ; or by: Patent’ or Writ. In fhort, 
this is'the beft Book that ever Se/dow writ, having 
a noble Subjeét, capable of all his Wit and’ Learn- 
ing, of which he hath been induftrioufly prodigal 
_ in the Profecution.of that Argument. 

Once more ; for the perfect Underftandingthe fore- 
mentioned Hiftorians, the Knowledge of two forts 
of Authors will be neceffary. 

1. Thofe who have paffed aJudgment, and writ 
Cenfures upon all the Hiftorians, out of whom we 
may learn their Names, the Nature of their. Hifto- 
ries, what Books they writ, the Time when, and 
theit Manner how. | 

2. Thofe who have compiled Gloffaries, ex- 
plaining all thofe unufual and barbarous Words 
which every where occur in our Old Hiftorians. 

For the firft our Author recommends, 

1. Fob. Pitfeum de illuftribus Anglia [criptoribus, 
who hath given an Account of all the famous Wri- 

ters 
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ters of. our Nation, whether Britijh, Saxon, ot. 


Norman, from Brute, “Anno Mundi \28993\\and 
1069 Years before Chrift, to. the Year of our Lord 


1612. only we.mutt note: he wasa Papift; @ndtakes 


notice of noWriters fince the Reformation, but: Ca- 
tholics, as they call them,  In\his Hroamiunt, .\tie 
hatha long Difcourfe, de Antiguitate Kiclefe Bri- 
sannite, de Academia Oxonienfi, et Gantabrigienfi, 
8c. and many other Things worthy of ‘Obierva- 
tion. 

2. Fob. Gerardi Voffius, in that excellent Work 
of his de Hiftoricis Latinis. 

3. Fob. Baleus (febr Ball) writ alfo de ferigterts 
bus Britannia illufiritus, &c.. he was‘a Proteftant. 
It is evident that Pitjeus. ftole much out of him 5 
however he rails at him moft. virulantly. ~. 

4. Job. Leland de illuftribus Britannie feriptori- 
bus. 

5. Martinus Zeillerus his Book, entitled Hifori- 
ci, Chronologi, et Geographi celebres, Sc.” 

As for Gloffaries, Sir Henry Spelman’s.is of in- 
comparable Ufe, efpecially for a Scholar and a 
Lawyer. Belides this our Author highly praifes Ge- 
vardus Fobannes Vofius de Vitiis Sermonis; and 
John Cowell's Interpreter. 

There are others which may be requifite occafio- 
nally, as 1. Dr, Watts’ ‘ at the End of the beft E- 
ditionof Math. Paris. Mr. Will:am Somueyr’s, 
at the End of the Hiftoria Anglicane Scriptores de- 
cem. 3. Gloffarium Latino-barbarum Petri Pithel, 
prafixum Capttulis Caroli Magni et Ludovici Pit 
Impp. 4. Gloffarium Latino-barbarum Fob. Lidii, 
prefieum operibus Nicolai. de Clemangiis. 5. Gloffa- 
rium Latino-barbarum per Fred. Lindenbrogium, ad 
Codicem LL. Antiquarum, nempe ad LL. Gotticas 
Saxonicas, Alemanicas, <Anglicas, Longobardicas, 
Burgundicas, 8c. 6. Foban. Ljavi Gloffarium Prif- 
co-gallisum. 7. foban. Cowelli Glofarium Latinc- 
baybarum 
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barbarum poft Inflitutiones ejus Furis Anglicani. 8. 
Giofarium Lfidori apud Ludovicum dela Cerda in Ad- 
verfariis. 9. Gloffarium Latino-barbarum per Onu- 
phrium Panvinium, in calce Platine de Vitis Ponti- 
frum. 10. Gloffaria bina Gul. Lamberti, 11. 
Gloffarium Latino-barbarum prefixum Reinero de A- 
poftolat. Benediftion. in Anglia. 12. Gloffarium 
Latino-barbarum Foban. Buafei ad calcem Operum 
Petri Bilefenfis. 

Our Author clofes this Difcourfe with a Note a- 
bout the Ufe and Original of Seals here in Exgland. 

It ig certain the Saxons ufed no Seals in the Con 
firmation of any Deed or Charters; all they did 
was fubfcribing their Name, and adding the Sign 
of the Crofs, thus 4+-; Ego Eduardus Rex fignum 
Crucis impreffi --. Ego Stigandus confignavi --. Ego 
‘Wolffianus vexillo cructs prenotavi --, and the like. 
In which Subfcriptions (as ufually in others) they 
affected different Expreffions, as crucem impreffi, con- 
fignavi, correboravi, confenfi, &c. 

The Saxons conveyed their Lands and Tene: 
ments two Ways. 1. Scripto, by written Evidences, 
which they confirmed by the Sign of the Crofs and 
Subfcriptions. 2. Nudo verbo fine Charta vel Scrip 
to, without any written Evidence, only the Lord 
gave the Tenant a Spur, a Sword, an Helmet, or 
Horn, €9ce. : 

Jngulphus, who isa Witnefs beyond all Excep.- 
tion, as being both a Jearned Perfon and a Statef- 
man, bornin London, yet a great Traveller, Abbot 
of Croyland, and Secretary to the Conqueror, tells 
us, That the Normans first brought in the Ufe of 
Seals into England, fo that their Confirmation of 
Evidences were by Seals in Wax, and Wiineffes. 

But, the Queftion is, whether the Normans brought 
in this Cuftom immediately upon their firft coming 
jn, of fometime afterwards, It has been faid by 
-Roffus Warwicenfis that Henry I. was the poe 
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ducer of, this Cuftom. And _ yet it is evident, that 
before him, William’ the Conquerot ‘ufed’a Seal, 
as appears by a Charter, of his, given to Basslé 
Abbey in Suffer, founded. by him in’ the Place 
where he “won the Battle againft Harold. ~ The 
original Charter is yet to be feen in Sir Robert 
Cotton’s Library, [if not deftroyed by the late Fire] 
where the Seal appendant hath on one Side a Man 
in compleat Armour on Horfeback, with a Spear 
in his Right, and a Shield in his left Hand, with 
this Infcription, Hoc Normannorum Willielmam 
nofce Patronum: On the other Side you have the 
Conqueior fitting on a Royal Seat, his imperial 
Crown on his Head, a Sword in his right Hand 
and the Globe of the World, with a Crofs erected 
upon it in his left Hand, with this Infcription, Hoe 
Anglis Regem figno fateatis eundem. So that what 
Roffus Warwicenfis fays of Henry 1. being the firit 
King of England who ufed a Seal, cannot ‘be true, 
Yet this much our Author tells us, he himfelf has 4 
ood Warrant to fay,*that in Henry Il’s Time, to 
re Chartérs fealed was‘a new Thing: For. Math, 
Paris infornis us, that a Conteft then arifing between 
the Monks of St. Aiban:, and the Bifhop of Linculg 
about Jurifdiction; the Bifhop pretending Jurif- 
diétion over théth, and-the Abbor fhewing the Pri 
vileges of his Monaftry from Off, and divers Saxe 
on Kings, it is faid in the Story, Cumgue in/picerens 
tur Regum <Anglicorum, Offe (cil. €F cetervrum 
Scripta, i guibus, pro Sigillis novo more dependenti« 
bus veteri confuetudine, Cruces auree many Regum 
depitte in principio pofite erant, €? videbantur nop 
wullis invidorum nullius momenti quia figillate nom 
erant. (Where it is plain that fome did queftion the 
Charters of St. Albans, becaufe they had not Seals 
after the mew Manner, from whence it is obvious, 
that it was a new Cuftom to have fuch Seals.) And, 
ig anfwer to this, they could fhew no Charter {eala 
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ed beyond that of Aenry I. as the famé Hiftorian 
felates. | | 

To fet this Matter in the moft confiftent Light ; 
it is probable that William the Congctot and the 


Normans till Henry 1. did, pro more Noxrmannorum, 
ufe a Seal in fome extraordinary Cafes, as in confirm. 
ing Lands or Privileges to the Abbey by him new. 
ly built ; yet peradventure. fuch Seals were not of or- 
dinary Ule till Henry V’s Time, which (may be) is 
the Meaning of Roffus Warwicenfis. And yet our 
Author fays, he dare not affert this too confidently, 
becaufe he finds a good while after this, in the Time 
of Henry UI. about the Year 1237, that in aCoun- 
cil held in London, by O+ho the Pope’s Legate, 
there was a Conftitution made.to enjoin the ufe of 
Seals to all Archbifhops, Bifhops, Archdeacons, 
Deans, and to all Colleges and Ecclefiaftical Soci- 
. eties; which may feem to have been needlefs, ‘if be- 
fore that Henry 1. had enjoined it. On the whole, 
we may take it for certain, that the Ufe of Seals in 
Confirmation of Charters and Evidences came in 
with the Normans. The Princes of this Race for 
a long Time engraved in their Seals an Horfeman 
in a fighting Drefs and Pofture, even til] the Days 
of Edward XI. when they fubftituted their Arms 
in the Place of it. 


THE 





